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WLELOJL LCOAUNDLYVINL WAL A Alissasa venes

20 June 1978

. What evidence?

CIA Du:ector Stansﬁeld Turnér has

testified  before-  congressional
committees — in secret — to show .

what he calls a “preponderance” of -
‘on from revealing all its evidence, or

evidence to support the President’s
contention that Cuba was actively
involved in the invasion of: Zaire.
_Similarly, the President .hosted
meetings with leaders of Congress in
the White House to convince them he
‘had the facts” td- ‘fsupport hlS
;statements - 1

The sécret natufé of.these brlefmgs

Amencan ‘people :.be’ shown. hard

‘'volvement in_ the invasion, as do the1
._:'Russxans
'ssing an excellent opportunity ' to gain:
“support from third world nations by(
‘ demonstrating -- Cuba's culpablhty
,"’»pubhcly R RN L 1o S
poses a problem.nThe President has - L i ;

been’ asked 'to ‘substantiate hls‘fg i

charges. by thn'd ‘world countrles, at’j

least some of whom seem genuinely p
" to want the truth: from conflicting:
' claims. Why should not they : and the-

‘up to- the very narrow point of
,secunty precautxons, if any really
_apply in this case..

ewdence of Cuban mvolvement" -

Perhaps national security con-
sxderatlons prevent the administrati-

sources for it. But surely there “are,
some hard facts available which will;
settle ‘the =matter. Certainly the
Cubans know the extent of their_ m-

The White House is mi-

More unportant than world opmxon'
1&; the. simple .fact the  American
people are entitled to lmow the;facts,

M;M‘
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SALT LAKE CITY TRIBUNE
16 June 1978

/" Produce ‘Smoking Gun’

When Rlchard leon was claumng does not convmce beyond reasonable‘
executive privilege and fighting to doubt.
keep the presidential tapes from  There was a time when the public
public disclosure, - it--was- widely ‘3ould take a chief executive’s word-
assumed that the tapes must contain -without serious question. That time is
damaging evidence or the president. long gone and Mr. Carter Wednesday

- wouldn’t try so hard to conceal them-../ ‘conceded -as' -much. Despite going -

_Events conﬁrmedthat susplcxon '__pubhc with - the  intelligence sum-
 President- Caiter- now\-‘faces a - maries, the preSLdent has a credibili-

similar-situation. He has.accused the. ~'ty problem.” If .he.has a ‘‘smoking
Soviet Union and Cuba of -aiding and gun’} with whxch to “convxct” Fidel
abettmg'therecent invasion of Zaire’s -, Castro, “he should lose ‘no nme~
Shaba provmce “And ;he . further’ producmg 1'-' st ot
“blames” Cuba’s_Fidel- Castro ‘for. not, ;‘3::: S e RAECISS
heading off thé invasion. . .
' Skeptical members: of the Senate

the president:to -produce,some.evi-»
dence to document his charges. Mr..
Carter then::sent Adm. Stansfield .
Turner, Central Intelligence Agency
director, to. Congress .to.. ‘‘brief’]:
certain members and make a case for
the Carter allegations. The ev1dence,
however;- was:, circumstantial, and_
while some congressmen.said they
were convinced, others are not.
Judging by the. number of ques-j
tions reporters: asked about the inci-
dent at the president’s press confer- -
ence - Wednesday, - the public- is far
from satisfied. Thursday - the ad--
ministration began airing summanes
of previously ‘secret intelligence, pre-. %
sumably: the~ same'ﬂmat.enal *shown 4
the congressmen earlier.. | e
Even  so, the basic charge stﬂl
rests-on circumstantial -evidence- -and’
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WASHINGTON AFRO-AMERICAN
24 June 1978 .

Dlsturbmgipress confab

.Asu‘lmgﬁnw and_continuing United States and lh allies wﬂl
'mpﬂoﬁu‘r:gg nt’Earter this - © prevent any further Zaire support
newspaper 13 absolutely flab-':

bergasted. by remarks he made in:
Wednesday’s press. conference
relative.to Cuban:involvement in
the recent devastaﬁna mvaswn of }
Zaire. . Z'-i’ ﬁ.....j’.‘;'.‘ if‘.‘*,- I
“No real purpose would be served
irzthds editorial by-attempting to
debate whether- President Carter
was misled in. mahna statements
about Cuba’s. _involvement: or "if
deel Castro wu ‘ju:t plain lying in .
zmgsunh a role; What is most: -
disturbing™ about«thu: runmng
argument is- that having seen. the
key informadon: available from the
CIA to back President- Carter's
statements, there are 2 number of
congressmen. who' have doubts.

about its: conclusiveness, The CIA -

should be; and better had begin
be, a better. intelligence* agency"
than is apparent in this instance,.’
" Itis incredible.to the AFRO that .
the president would go-..before .
American people on television and
ask why Cubans, invited to Angola
1o help the- government there, did
not use force another Angola guests
to prevent. ths httu' crmng
into Zaire?¥ &« 1

: Likewise, would it mt bo more.
.p-endentm to pranm Angola and.
the Cuban troow there that the

M’ ’ -
MIENEAN ("’dﬂ-#‘u

. ﬁ‘gﬁ: sz,c‘ -.\

forces before requesting a pledge’
+ from Cuba and Angola that no more

:xmagmable ‘way by Zaire — and |
Lt 3
_« Onme. thing President’ Carterv

- that Russia is not going to back off

‘against. white mmonty-:egimes

. white:-minority regimes puts U.S.

‘right to help safeguard the inept.

. for  the Angolan. anti-government

counter-attacks would be per-|
mlwd? et ot , .

.. After all Cubur troops ad-
xmttedly are in-Angola to help the
government there ‘beat back in-
“ternak and external:farces which
 have:: beem mpporfed in every

- others, including the Umted States
"-and South Africa-..- S

shonldkeepmmmduheu
pressured to get tough in. Africa is-

its - support for' liberation- wars

Furthermore, every contribution
this country makes in support of the

credibility behind: - the . eightball

throughout the Third World and

much: of the industrialized West. :
The United States has as muc!i

government in Zaire as Cuba has to’
assist the Marxist one in- Angola —
but there is no presidential dignity
in trying to peddle ‘“our side’s

“clean” and “you guys are playing

dirty pool” rhetoric: when -the
recorded and mdisputable facts
speak for themselves. - JERRS
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LOUISVILLE COURIER~JOURNAL
16 June 1978

* O_pinien

Carter vs. Castro on Zaire:

is it possible nobody’s lying?

MOST AMERICANS probably will be
more prepared to believe President Carter
than Fidel Castro on the question of Cu-
ba’s role in the invasion of Zaire. But the
vigor of the latter’s protestations, coupled
with a U.S. case that has struck some
congressional leaders as weak, suggests
that .worried citizens should await more
facts before making up their minds. Mr.
Carter’s press conference Wednesday did
little to help. . : Coe
«- It could be, after all, that both sides are
telling the. truth- — as they know it. For
example, the President is doubtless correct
in saying that-the Cuban leader might
have done more to stop the Katangans
from invading. But that is not the same as

producing incontrovertible evidence to-

back up ‘the administration’s claim that
the Cubans are to blame.
President Castro also may be accurate,

from his point of view, in angrily denying:

U.S. charges that Cuba supplied. and
trained the rebels before the invasion. But

that might depend — if the training was,
general in nature and some months ago-— -

2
[T I

.‘ffhe Cubans are cozmng{?"he

- Cubans. are ‘comingl’. [,

~-«-have- wondered whether this suppression
. for three weeks wasn’t somebody's idea of
.. .. how to avoid weakening the case the ad-
- -_ministration was trying to build. ‘

" Or are they doing what more congressmen
: - should have done in 1964? In that year
* "% rammed through the Guif of Tgnkin reso-

F—

. least covert military aid (as President -

on how he interprets the word “‘before.”

In any event, the CIA has yet to pro-
duce sufficient evidence-to convince skep-
tics on Capitol Hill that the Cubans can
be held accountable for the invasion. And
this skepticism draws additional fuel from
another disturbing fact.

President Carter in late May said the
Cubans “obviously ‘did nothing to restrain
them [the rebels] from crossing the bor-
der.” But this ignored Mr. Castro’s asser-
tion to a U.S. diplomat eight days earlier
that he had, indeed, tried to persuade An-
.gola to stop the invasion.

The administration neglected to make:
this assertion public for better than three
weeks, supposedly because no one thought!
it true. One may or may not want to!
believe the Cuban premier. But he would |
not be the. first Communist leader who
told the truth to an audience that didn’t
want to believe him.

The risk of a weaker case?

. Now Mr. Carter adds that even if an
appeal did go out from Havana, it was too
litle and too late. But some observers.

Are these skeptics just being difficult?

President Johnson misled Congress and!

lution that gave him vast new authority to
expand the war in Vietnam. More ques-i
tions from Capitol Hill might have made a
profound difference in what followed. |

The stakes again are large. Americans -

might be persuaded to endorse a muchi
more militant policy in Africa if they felt

- . their real adversary there to be the Sovieti

Union rather’ than native nationalists,

- Hawks in Washington could make a muchj
_stronger case for armed intervention or at
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ter reportedly would like to do for rebels '
in Angola) if this were proven. i

So there is no particular reason to doubt
President Carter's conclusion, based on
CIA evidence, that the Cubans were 1n-
volved in training and arming those who
invaded Zaire. But these are not necessar-
ily firm proof of Cuban responsibility for
the invasion itself. .

After all, if the United States were to

be held to the same standard, we could be
blamed for the 1974 war on Cyprus, since
we had helped w equip and train the
Greek and Turkish troops who waged it
What about Israel’s preemptive invasion of
Egypt in 1967 or the India-Pakistan war
of 19717 Could we, for the same reasons,
be held accountable? It's worth reflecting
on these questions before leaping w0 the
conclusion that a Cuban-trained soldier |
carrying a weapor. with Cubar insignia is !
proof that his orders came irom Havara. !
It's especially worth reflecting on thése |
questions because sO much of our owr
policy could hinge on the answers. Ames:
ica took a decade to accept ine dreadiul
truths of Vietnam. We should be a-lot
more skeptical, this time around, of ihned
who might be tempted to support preccrd .
ceived conclusions with insuificient. fattsi 4
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MILWAUKEE SENTINEL
10 June 1978

Detente Wounded
In Zaire Crossfire

The rapid fire accusations and denials on the Zaire
situation, when taken to their lowest common denomi-
nator, amount to a war of words that we all have been
through before.

Throw in the incredible naivete of Sen. George Mc-
Govern (D-5.D.), who always seems to believe every- |
thing the Cubans tell him, and the outburst of diplomat- .
ic crossfire on where the blame lies for the Zaire incur-
sion is complete.

President Carter got things started by accusing Cuba
— and by extension, its Russian arms suppliers = of a
major role in training the Katangan rebels who slashed
into Zaire from Angolan bases and went ona rampage
of death and destruction.

Then the much maligned CIA, backmgﬁarter s ciaim.
of Cuban involvement, said It had “‘very hard, recent .
evidence” that Cubans — and again by extension, the:
Soviets — had trained and equipped the Katangese

There were the usual Cuban and Russlan denials. The
Soviets ignored Western accusations of connfvante and
claimed that the mission to rescue white Europeans was.
“direct intervention” in the name of “selfish interests.” -
Typically, they went so far as to accuse the West of
massacring whites in order to put the biame on T.he reb-
els.

McGovern, of course, reﬂecting the hberal distrust of
almost anything the CIA-does or knows, says he'has" the :
answer. The Cubans, he says, personally assured hint on
May 15 that they had not promoted the Katangese inva-.
sion. How can McGovern accept such assurances, with
the full knowledge of Cuban mvolvement m otherarus

_of African turmoil —- Angola, for one?’’ :

" 1s McGovern also accepting the R
gwould be.the iogical next step. - nl

“To end It all, Russian Foreign thstef An&rer Gr(»
myko told Carter he was misinformed, .while* mépiesf-»
_dent’s own national security adviser;. ZbigniewBrzeﬂn
‘'ski, offered to give McGovern and* othwdoubi:lnf'sbna- r
tors proof that the Cubans' ‘responaiblo‘! fm- the
--bloody rebel invasion. - '

. Where does this leave the US? It leaves it back af |
home plate on detente, on strategic arms. limitations:
--negotiations, on general goodwill with the Soviet Union-
and the puppet states the Russians use to do their dirty“
‘work around the world. - RS

-

|

If Carter and Brzezinski indeed are; in pOsaesﬁbn of j
the evidence, -and there is no tidication that-they are 1
|

not, we hope they give it widespread-dissemination. We
don't need. a.ny more US senamrs gemng sncked in by
the bxghe. W

J Y
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ANGOLA,
THE CUBANS, AND
AMERICAN ANXIETIES

by Gerald J. Bender

S trategically located between Zaire and Na-
mibia on the west coast of Africa, Angola
is a2 nation of approximately six-and-a-half
million people spread over an area larger
than the states of New York, Texas, and
California combined. The world’s fourth
largest coffee producer before independence
in 1975, and rich in oil, diamonds, irom,
silver, manganese, copper, and phosphates,
Angola has the potential to become one of
the wealthiest countries on the African con-
tinent. Yet most Americans, if asked today
what they associate with Angola, would un-
doubtedly respond, “‘Cuban troops.”

Since achieving independence in Novem-
ber 1975, the government of the People’s

Republic of Angola (RPA), led by Agost-.

inho Neto, has relied heavily on Cuban troops
to repel numerous military challenges to its
regime—>by foreign powers such as South
Africa and Zaire; by an extremist faction
within the ruling party, the Popular Move-
ment for the Liberation of Angola (MPLA) ;
and by the forces of two factions that fought
and lost a civil war with the MPLA in 1975,
the National Union for the Total Independ-
ence of Angola (UNITA) and the National
Front for the Liberation of Angola (FNLA).
The Cuban military presence has generally
dominated media attention to Angola for the
past few years, because both the Ford and
the Carter administrations have maintained
that the presence of the Cubans in Angola

GERALD J. BENDER, visiting assistent professoe of
political science at the University of California, San

| Diego, has visited Angola three timms, two of themy

under @ Rochefeller Foundation gramt since indepen-
dence. During the 1975 crisis in that country, he was
on the staff of then Semator John V. Tunney. (D.-
California), who spomsored legislation balting U.S.
participation in the Angolen wer.
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must be reduced or eliminated before any
diplomatic relations can be established be-
tween Washington and either Luanda or
Havana.

Most Americans assume that the Cubans
in Angola and elsewhere in Africa are lit-
tle more than proxies for the Soviet Union.?
Rarely is any distinction made between So-
viet and Cuban interests, goals, and actions
in Africa. As a result, the Cuban presence
in any part of the continent is generally per-
ceived as a setback for the United States
in its global competition with the Soviet
Union. So much national attention has been
focused on a perceived Soviet-Cuban threat
in Africa that many have forgotten some
larger, more important questions plaguing
U.S.-Soviet relations. Even if it could be
established that the Cubans are nothing
more than Soviet proxies, for example, the
problem of how to act toward Soviet-backed
regimes or movements in the Third World
would remain.

The Lessons of Vietnam

American foreign policy toward Third
World conflicts in which the Soviets are in-
volved has been shaped by two competing
perspectives——that of the global strategists
and that of the area specialists. Generally,
the globalists look first (and ac times exclu-
sively) at the ramifications of the conflicts
for overall East-West relations. If the So-
viets are thought to be acting badly, the
globalists argue that the United States should
back a competing side or withhold U.S. co-
operation in some other area of special in-
terest to the Soviet Union. The area spe-
cialists, on the other hand, focus (also at
times exclusively) on the local causes of con-
flict—the ethnic, religious, racial, or national
factors behind them. They counsel against
U.S. involvement in a struggle simply as a
reaction to Soviet participation.

! For an assesament of Cuba’s decision to intervens in
Angola from the perspective of Cuban interests, see
Abraham F. Lowenthal, *‘Cuba’s Afcicenn Aduenture,”
lnu;n:ltgoaal Security, Vol. 2, No. 1, Summer 1977,
pp. 3-10.

— ——

- . owee

CONTINUED
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EXCERPT:

The Kissinger Vacuum

Angola has been forced by its circum-
stances to depend heavily on the Soviet
Union, but this does not mean that the An-
golans choose to continue this dependency.
Naturally, they cannot lessen their reliance
upon a single superpower if the United
States and China refuse to normalize rela-
tions. In addition, neither the Ford nor the
Carter administration has been able to exact
even minor concessions from the Soviets or
Cubans. Vance's attempt to raise the issue
during his April visit to Moscow was only
the most recent failure. Neither administra-
tion ever succreded in building a case against
the Cuban presence in Angola that is viewed
as credible by most other African countries
—including Nigeria, as Carter discovered in
March—or even by some of the Western
allies.

Kissinger's attacks on Cuban assistance to
the MPLA in 1975-1976 lacked cogency and
credibility, because they were made in a vac-
uum. By not acknowledging that the South
African and Zairian regular troops, as well
as assorted mercenaries from Western coun-
tries. were fighting in Angola on the side of
the FNLA and UNITA. he painted a one-sided
picture of the Soviet Union and Cuba at-
tempting “‘to take unilateral advantage of a
turbulent local situation” (as he told the
Senatz Foreign Relations Commitcee in Jan-
nuary 1976). Without the Cuban military
assistance that arrived in late 1975, hewever.
the MPLA would undoubtedly have been
crushed by the combined forces of South
Africa. Zaire, UNITA, FNLA, and the mer-
cenaries.® In face, the magnitude of Cuban
help needed to repulse the intervention of
South Africa and Zaire was foreseen by some
top American intelligence experts. Jobn
Stockwell, who was chief of the CIA’s An-
golan Task Force, claims to have warned
the Interagency Working Group in early
October 1975 (when there were less than
1,000 Cubans in Angola) that if additional
Zairian and South African troops were
brought into the conflict, *‘] suggest that we
think in terms of 10,000-15,000 Cuban
soldiers, 2 squadron of MiGs, and 100 or so
tanks.” Stockwel], in an interview on the
CBS television program, ‘60 Minutes,” last
May, added that had the Central Intelligence

Agency’s ““violent option not existed in An-
gola, we wouldn't have had Cuban soldiers
entrenched in the country with great credi-
bility, looked upon as... heroes of the...
people of Africa.”

Brzezinski has now apparently created
his own version of the Kissinger vacuum in

which to view the continued Cuban role in -

Angola. Less than 2 month after taking of- .

fice, Carter received signals from both Ha-
vana and Luanda indicating an imminent
reduction in the number of Cuban troops
in Angola. Neto and Castro were both on
record saying that the Cuban troops would
stay only as long as they were needed-—that
is, until they could be replaced by MPLA
troops. In January 1977, that need appeared
to be declining. Roughly 16,000 Cubans

(soldiers and civilian technicians) were still |
in the country, but American officials veri-
fied a troop reduction that continued into -
the spring. Then, in May 1977, Castro an- |

nounced to Barbara Waziters of ABC News
that he had halted the Cubaa pullout the
previous month because of new external
threats to the Neto regime.* That same
month, an extremist faction within the MPLA

staged a2 bloody attempt to overthrow the :

Neto regime, and the number of Cubans in-
creased again. The size of the Cuban mil-
itary presence can be expected to continue

to vary in accordance with the intensity of

external and internal threats. The Angolans,
Cubaans, Soviets, Nigertans, and others have .

all recently cited such attacks on the Neto
regime as justification for the approximately
20 per cent increase in the number of Cu-
ban troopa during 1977.

YA detailed account of who pencp-nd in the An-
golan civil war, whm and why, can be found in
Gerald J. Bmdcr. ‘Kissinger ir Angola: Anatomy of
a Failure,” in René Lemerchand (ed.), Americaa Pol-
icy in Southern Africa: The Stakes and the Sctance
(Washingeon, D.C.: University Press of America,
1978), pp. 63-143. According to a reesnt book on
the CIA’s role in the Angolar war by former agent
John Stochwell—-In Searchy of Enemies: A CIA Story
(New York: W.W. Nortor, 1978)—Kissinger's at-
tachs on Cuba were aiso based, irr part, on fraudulene

mratevials prepared by the CIA.

¢ Barbara Walters, *"Arr Intecviewr with Fidet Castro,”
FOREIGN POLICY 2& (Fall 1977)}.

CONTINUED
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Plots, Real and Imagined o

!

. The Angolans also believe that Zaire has '

Relations between the MPLA and Zaire |

bave been strained since the early 1960s,
principally because of the latter’s continued

fought alongside the FNLA during the An-
golan civil war. Since the end of that wae,

in addition to giving sanctuary and suste- |

nance to the FNLA, which has continued
sporadic raids into Angola, Zaire has assisted
_ the Front for the Liberation of the Enclave
of Cabind2 (FLEC) in attacks against oil-
rich Cabinda, the northernmost province of
Angola. which is not contiguous with the
rest of the country but is wedged in between
Zaire and the Congo Republic. Furthermore,
planes of uncertain origin, but taking off

from Zaire, have recently violated Angolan-

airspace, occasionally bombing villages along
the northern border. In late 1977, Zainan
president Mobutu Sese Seko reportedly in-
creased his assistance to UNITA and was in
close touch with its leader, Jonas Savimbi.

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

Leen involved in several real or imagined in- |

ternational plots against the RPA. The most
notorious of these, ‘‘Cobra 77,” uncovered in

support of the FNLA. It is no longer a secret February 1977, supposedly involved plans jl

that thousands of regular Zairian troops |

for a four-pronged invasion of Angola
around Christmas of the same year. South
Africa, Zaire, France, and Western merce-
‘naries were all allegedly involved.

Another bone of contention is 2 West
German government-subsidized firm, the
Orbital Launch and Rocket Corporation
(OTRAG). which is testing missiles in the |,
Shaba province of Zaire. According to the
Germans, the project merely involves pri-
vate scientific trials of missiles to be used for
launching weather and commaunications sat-
ellites. But that version is disputed by Tad
Szulc in the March 1977 issue of Penthouse,
and by the Soviets, Angolans, and others
who contend that the Germans, with the co-
operation of the CIA, are testing cruise mis-
siles and intermediate-range ballistic missiles
in a 100,000-square-mile arez of Shaba
roughly the size of the state of Colorado.
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_.tum on them in_ his. honr of vnctory in®
1927 and massacre his communist. alhes,
‘and the way in which the Chinese com-
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A little htstory should leach us a lmle

the communists finally won in China a_
generation ago, their victory 'y was regard-:
.ed in Washington simply as ‘a Russian?]
communist Russ:a’s most.. fanmal
enemy. B o SN "’,.«

. To glance_ bnck for a moment. al the,

of State. Acheson: issued . twenty-mnc;
years ago this August is a “timely rei
minder of how resoundingly- wrong an
American government could be ‘at one
of the great’ mrrnng .points of hmory .
“The communist _leaders;’’: Secrztary
Acheson said in his preface to the Whnte,;
Paper,” “*have. forsworn their ° Cl'nnee
heritage and have - publicly ‘announced -
their subservience to a foreign power, °
Russia,” and he called on the Chinese -
pe0ple to ““throw off the foreign yoke.’f.,';“f
. Nobody knows how marny bnlhom we -
spem in an effort to prevent: their | \nc-«
tory and how many billions ‘more in the f
effort to strangle the new regime, but if

there could have been a “Nixon visit”
in 1950, : Pcking today would be~a
powerful “military ally of -the Umted
States instead of a weak and impov-
erished giant,’ Amzria s btggst welrare
applicant. ~,-. .

< From opposile vamagc pomts. Wash-
ington and Moscow made the same fmis-
judgments then and are repeatmg them
in Africa today. Both the great powers
completely underestimated the hold_‘of
nationalism, with its deep moorings in
geography, tradition; and culture; Both
completely averanmated the power of
ideology. If there were a Russian opposi
tion party, able to protest the resources
being squandered on Africa, its prize
exhibit would be Russian intervention in
China: the way Russian arms and mili-
tary advisers built up the" Kuommtang
armies ‘only to havé Chiang Kai-shek 4

‘munists after years of atd from Russta
have become its most inveterate enemy. - §

I Ft S!One c

é On a. smaller scale, the samc bmer
comedy is " playing itself out m lndo-
“china.".The long series of. wars: thcre‘
“since 1945 were rough( 4’ irst, -by’lhe
(French and 'then’ by ‘us’ on “the sxmple
’theory that Vietnam was Chmas ' pup-
‘pet as Chma was Russia’s s pubpet Yet

'a mangnlar brawl of their own. Pekmg
and Hanoi are speaking of each other
,wnth hatred; * China helps Cambodla;
-I' ght . Vietnam, and Vietnam, . dupﬂe
—Russnn aid, ‘has just announced its in-!
gratuude at UN hendquanm. A Hanm,

S'press . reluse said" that -Chinese’ reports;

- that ‘it was about to give the Soviet :
" Union use of the naval base we built in

.Cam Ranh Bay was a “‘total fabna-'-

I tion.' So dissoluble are the indissoluble
bonds forged in war and revolution. Such’
-mdeed was’ our amtude toward’ France
after 1ts hdp m our own rcvoluuon .

- tlr of emplre has - never.been
more-shppery than“in: these™ days . wheni
_hew “hations are strmng to be born—
“and old Ones:to be r;bom—-m “Asia and:
IAfrica: 5Exeept' \;lhere,,« as” in Eastem
Europe' ‘Moscow' still’ keeps anmu of 1
dccupaubn-, ity hold is- as preuhous as]
'lhat ‘of the - ‘oid- upnahst xmpmahsms.
,Yet lonr after ‘the. life. has ‘evaporated |
: from’ Marxism-l.emmsm in” i cxtadel

‘Amencan"pohtical luders sull clmg

touchmgly to'a faith in its  magic power:s ;
5 2 ILEWashington were o be_, beheved,.,
'Russna"ﬁassbee‘n he.v@fge ‘ot itaking ;
Over“Ai'rica'“for'two “decades.zIn" 1960,
John F. Kennedy thought he ‘couid gar-g
ner votes by his mﬂammatory amcks;
on Eisenhower for failing lo‘hold onto:

Ghana and Guinea, though few Ameﬂ«
can voters’ could have g:ven the: correct?
answer . if “asked - what continent theyi‘

" 'were' on. Gumea under. Sékou Touré,',

‘thanks in part to. the aid’ embargo we’
imposed upon htm. was Moscow’ s mos!

faithful satellite in Afrlca.; chow had'».

mvated $100 miilion" nnd 1,500 tedmi-
cians in the development of what was to

~

‘becomea particularly bmtal regime. RSt
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% But Soviet nationals were ‘expelled in.
-1961 ‘and in- the missile crisis- of 1963
when lhe "Russians Swete desperate for
Ways to supply their distant Satelhte in!
-Cuba, Sékou. Touré refused fo’lct them
use theé airfield they themseives had built i
for him in ‘Guinea." Nasser;;then theit
favorite’ chent, was snmlady ungntefuﬂ
when he stopped ‘shlpmenu-through
s 16" Congolaq_.

rebelsm thcl960!~ ¥z S
». All this is a'JSamiliar~ slory-:'lb the'
-,_At‘r!can experts, but they dare not when
in office pubhdy recal. it lest :they be!
"accused of somehow being soft on cnm-'
munism. Here is a ready example. ln,
1963 the Hoover Institution. on-War,!
Revolution,” and Peace at Stanford; the!
last redoubt still holding out against. the
“revolution of 1917, published a compre-
hcnswe.symposlum on -Africa_and: the
Communist World. In his scholarly chap=
ter on “‘Soviet Political Activity,"* Alex
ander Dallin, after surveying the effortsv
of Moscow’s once famous (and in Wash-
ington highly feared) “‘Friendship Uni- |
versity” for Africans, reported of the’
black revolution it trained that *“‘no Afrs
cani fellow traveler has ever remained a
_stable arid dependable ally of the USSR.”"'|
“% Dallin commented sardonial{y on how |
Mime~ and} again; ﬂsome- cphcmer%
‘Marxist * groups, would dub 7 itself
Commumst party, only. to have its lead-]
“efs dnd its total membership (somcmnesi
identical) defect without remorse or sec-
.ond thoughts.’’ The book was edited byi
‘a professor since come to prominence in
‘the Carter administmfon. but’ Zblgmew.
 Brzézinski has™ ibaridoned such mnn-

‘gent - realism-~for "the more Zexciting’
alarms.that endear him (o0 the Old’ Colds

-Warriors in Congress, the Oid Beimers
whose faith in the potency of Mamsm
Leninismi to work hiracles’ remains- une.
shaken.' Despite more. recent: commu-;
“nist pratfails in the Sudin, in Mmm-
bique, in Somalix, and in Iraq, these are’

. -the political sectaries who still insist that

the Russians can ‘walk on. wa!er, even:
the turbulent waters of. Al’rica. = v-;n,_a"

\QONTINUEY

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1



lApproved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

All we have satd so l‘ar seems to havc

been .implied_ by - Carter’s campaign!
_speeches” on“Africa, by ths appointment:

of. Andrew Young,:by the fresh-policies:
“applied elsewhere .in- southern. Africa,
and by- the -*‘keep- coal" speeches last
‘year from-Carter and Secretary. ance.
-Why, then._the ssudden. hysteria - bemg
Whlpped up over Zaire andAngola’lm-,,.,.
{£.To find a:clear and: complete answer:
is- difficult. : Every :student: of “African|
politics comes - back : appalled. by - the’]
tomplexities. -But  when you "begin’; 10
study the shift in. the Carter administra~
'uon you besm to reahzq that- the politics:

'. dark and
]

S

xvncw—-and sometuna onc feels’ thai a.no
thropology ‘is as- necasary i’ Washmg-
ton as' in Afna-—Amen:m prwdents
smce World War ll havc had to undet
‘80 3 puberty nte. 1o russure the tnbe
that the néw headman could stand up 1o
its immemorial enemus, the Musku-bum-
bus. or Russmns <A oA ""‘“~~‘
Under Kennedy thu need to show that
the new’. president wasa't’ -“chncken"
gave ‘us thc Bay of. Plgs and Vletnam
Johnson" stepped up the’ bombmg in
]ndochma, basically, and for those who'
knew him unmutakably, because he felt]
a challcnge tQ his vmhty.,Carters re.’
cent “‘get tough’* speechs and the ultj-
matum-like” challenge -at - Annap_ohs—v
“confrontauon or cooperation’’—seem
to be in the samc "traditional mold. Thg
recurrent -cost of proving each “new’
president’s | manhood has proven a ma<" -
}or, -and- unbalancing, - budgetary |tem
ous present inflationary headaches . béx
3an ‘with th. Viem:m war; the last thmg
we ‘need is a ne\v and bnuer Vnetnm—-
‘or:: succession - ol' Vutnams—-sn Afnu
Especuny 1 aecompamed by a slzpped-q
‘up -arms “race, thts saaas a“sure wayé
.ﬁti’acl:v t:: h?no dm the dollar.. \vell before the
Shaba mvwon oLZam from; Angola,‘
there were f«let; frgm thc Y«I‘huc Hous_
‘for & way to"get-around the restrictions?
‘lmposed by ‘Congress in* recent yars- 19"
prevent a Vietnam in Africa: The Shabn

pvaslon began the' night of May ll,lz.

,rbe at ‘odds w:th the cxecuuu o:der put

; way. that would enable the president to;

il

gBut in; tbe May - l.mu of’. Th!,NﬂV
Yarker. an article. by Ennheth  Drew OII"
Carter s. Nauonal- Secunty Advmr

.- Zbigniew Brzzmskl “the most extenswc
and mfomauvc ;tndy of lnn to date;;

‘She réported that \yhnh Carter had been.]
- eritical in the 1976 campagn "of Ford-
szsmget attempts “at.. covert’ CIA m-'
.terveatxon in Angola and had ;uppqrted
the ratrlcnons placed on such actions-
by, the’ ,pla:k amendment. \Brzmnskx
‘had been ‘moving back to th szsmger

pE Ms Drew wrote,?,
‘.“Bnum;lu hu raised the’ question of
wheth« the' rcongressional - -restrictions
are . stlll apphmue ‘the CIA. has told
htm that they.-are.” Accordms to Ms.
Dtew. Braeziaski t; cnt;cal of the: re-
stnctmu phcad ot eonly oh: “the presn-
dent but oa the C;A. YHe Is troubled,"
she repond.‘“by she. nunbeoi reviews
~to which' some activities ﬁ.e. covert .ac-
uvmel have to be subjected beforc they
canbcundmaken" !nthuheseemsto

“into elfect last January by Caner which
'reqmra that. "appcopnatc me:nbers of
- Congress” be. informed. It also requu'es
‘that . the. ptwdent _himself: approve
covert actmty ‘of any unponance
,\But Brzezinski, My, Drew. went on,
“u known to believe that the’ prendent
‘should havc broad, ﬂenb.hty, ‘including}
‘dembmty’w-that ls”u;at it .should be!
possnblc ‘jo~carry .out: operations . in "a

“deny- that’he knew about-them.” With
'thns ‘doctrine of ‘‘plausible dcmabnhty
iwe are, backr in ‘the. ‘full bloom of the
=leon-Knssmger. era-o Brzezinski, - rllkc
‘Kzssmget.. apparently bgheves that “the |
*CIA; ‘by -cavert operations’ in aid of the:

rebelf'monmems in . Angola," should:
-"pumsh” ‘the: Neto. regime and" crnte
.-for .Cuba® ~a<situation resembling - our

‘own in- Vxetnam How to bring about a,
vVietnam; m; ‘Africa -for Cuba by-covert
qumcan “action-: ‘without creating :a’
*Vtetnam‘ fpr Ourselva u'a“quutxon hc

oS .‘:'xl e

. he revdauons made in. the May~h
-Ncm Yorker cast important light on cer-:
‘tain+ ‘events’. since.” These show the cor-.
-ruptlon-throughosecreq and the lack of :
‘ candor- which: marked the:.Vietnam war }
yms..On May 4, Carter said at a press

-~

- COINCIENCE, " We nave no mtenuon to m-
“tercedein any war in Angola," 5 .3‘;:_":..‘ P
.. But a-few days later, Admiral- Stans-
ﬁeld Turner. disector of the CIA: and
s Brzezxnslu s nght-hand man, X Carter s
deputy national “security: ady:ser‘ Davnd
Aaron, approached Scnator Clark” (D‘
'lowa). co-autho: of the- Clark-Tunney
-amendment .- forblddmg dlrect or,” “ia-
dxrect——open or coven-\-US interventions
.in Angola without exptus conyusmnal
authonzanon They wmted Clark's ap-
- proval of, or: acqmescencc m, a plan to
: transfer equipment throush ¥ “third “par-:
ity to the UNl‘l‘A‘r:bd forcu‘m Angola.
’Clark turned : them down,Fsaying it’
—would be aaamst thc law.s On’ May-23,".
~when the senatar hard thn the story. of
“Turner’s request Was. to bruk next day
tin the Washlngton Pm'l, Cla.rk tssuad a:
statement saynng.~“lt mg:r:ann;ly,
,clear that President Ca:te has'made’ the

“decision to remvolve thc United” Stata
- in the Angola civil war."” -

;—. »The full story of this effort to cm:um-&
~vent the law is yet to be known. One:
question, hitherto unanswered, is why‘
Tumer and Aaron were foolish enough *

: to app:oach Clark, perhaps the senator
most likely to disapprove, of their plian.’
" "But what has no been’ published uatil

-now is that their first approach was (o

- Senator Birch Bayh (D. Ind.), chau'man

. of the Senate Intelligence Commitige. : ;

" Perhaps they hoped they could get suf fi- !

*cient approval from Bayh so that if lhe(

v covert operation later came to light they

. could 'say they had cleared it with the,

:Senate : Intelligence Committee. Thats

“committee is. bound .by strict secrecy:

< rules, which could be relied on ta keep-.-

=this *indecent proposal’” a secret, Buh

"Bayh refused”to go along, and instead}’
" said, ‘‘You’d better see Clark.” Perhaps-

- they feit they had better risk ‘the dnrcctA
- approach rather than have Clark’ hezr

co¥TINOED
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Apparently there were two approaches
made to Clark. Aaron went. first oslen-
sibly to ‘ask him about’ mdlrecz aid to’ lhe
Eritrean . rebels But.-the. Washmx!all
Post reported on May:>24" tha!«"Aa.ron
also’ mentioned’ possnble US ud to: An-.
gola, but only: vaguely;- a: source said.””)
The second approach: :was made by Ad-
miral Turner, As- Jody Powell explained
to the. Washington Post; Turner talked '
to Clark *‘about what was passible with-
rn the law" and “obvronsly used several.

was thhm thorlaw..
Drew’s. acoouru. the- CIA " had- alrea.dy‘
told Brzennskr :hat the lund ol‘ covert-
“aid he propased for ‘Angolan rebds was:
illegal. Jody Poweil the.. day*lha Pm'la
story was pnbhshed -said Admnl Turn-
er presented ‘no- speuf'u: ptoposa.ls."

‘“reliable: sources’t :saymg_  that " the*
CIA.. chief= showed "Senator Clark"‘a;
memorandum with specaﬁc nnmbea and.
types ‘of weapons to be turned. over lo~-.
UNITA through mtermedmnes ' ‘j'-_}' SRy

,-The admiral, no _babe in. ;he wood
“observcd acoordmg to ;he Wmhmg«j

ton Posl aecoum, “‘rhat tbu plan ap-.,
pearcd“ t6”; conflict - wuh_-

“amendment’? and Clark in t:;rn»_.‘i'eport-.,

T T4

edly agreed "_So ended tha scimnar i3

-was ‘the White House reaclron."‘."Caner:
Reported Unaware of Ovenures to Sen. ]

. Clark,’"said the Posl headlnne on Mayw
‘25, Jody. Powell said, “The presxdent‘
had no. knowled;e they, wqe domg thu»

-Powell's "rmprelaon"ﬂth Qha ptess-—
“dent:did notlearn-of- the discqs.nons-
?wrth ‘Clark’ unnl reporters ¥ raised
“Questions’ about th
ington Post., et S IRT :
~#zNow. ‘the, gm! lmpruslon ur-Washs
mgtou is that. Carter Mruns. 3 yery tlght-'
shxp." It:is. dxfﬁcult ta beheve that” an-
admual “conditioned t6. chain’ ot*com-'
“mand, would.step out*ot‘ line on so
“.delicate a " matter-: wnthout hlsher apa
proval espeorally singe: -the. CIA is tryrng
. to rebuild its reputauon Euher there’s a1
iquiet mutiny in the White House led by4
¢ First Mate Brzezinski or this is a asc of
~just_that kind" of prendenual "plausxble
- denial” headvocates. * "~ 1

30 Tl
4:“-- -l

‘;lhrash out a new pohcy statement on’

. Carter was expected ‘‘to reveal the fruits

: asams& ‘Angola. Its government, he said,

e 2009/04/28 : CIA- RDPO5SOO620R000501310001 1

10c wrasaingion 1-05i noled that semor
Stale Department officials were strongly ']
opposed to any such US intervention in.
-Angola. " “Senior - Admxmsxrauon of--
ficials,’! the' Post reported ‘on May 25,
“met at_the, White House yesterday to

Africa’™ to clear. up the confusion, and

of this meeting’’ at a press conference in
Cmmgo thatday.” .. .. -

== Instead,’ at Chicago on- the ZSth ‘Car-:
ter effecuvely ‘changed the subject. He
‘made headlines by accusing the Cubans
of complicity, in the Zaire raid. The spot--;
light was taken off the campaign to lift
-Testrictions on covert activities. But in the”
finer print which few papers published
‘and few Americans saw,: he said he had .
:#*no= present-- intention’.. of - -asking for-
“any’ rnodlf' cation ' of the. Clark amend- -
ment..JAny proposal for modifications
.of this-and other reurgin&s," H!’ saxd.r
“wrll await our review.” - -

= Carter went on to say !hat the e:usnns
provmons of the law “will, of’ course.,
“be’ faithfully observed by me.”” But: he
“added "that ‘‘we must Tesist further re-
‘ strictions” by Congress In the mean. |
ztime Carter tried to Traise popular anger

‘‘must bear a heavy responsibility for
lhe deadly. attack’™. on Zaire. . .es “And
"it’s a burden and a responsibility shared
“by Cuba.!” This seemed part of a build-
-up for. pumuve action against Angola‘:
-and Cuba It was in no.way a dnsavowal
of the Turner-Aaron mission.”” “J’ !
_never he to you." Carter” said m lhe
: campa:gn. But he never promrsed not lo

ensage in plaumble denial. We'are back
«1,n lha 0ld groove worn deep’ by LBJ and‘
leon dunng the Vletnarn war. ; '

Heg- e A v 2.,
The Chlcago stalement was not ex-:
temporaneous A‘team of high-level of-

Bl
]
1
X

f' cials worked on it May 24 and then| ’

agmn the mormng of*lhe 25th, when
ﬁnal revrsxons ‘were wrred to Chicago.]
“This is" what it said of Cuban involve-
rnent. The words must be re-d carefully' '

. r-.d.,(-ﬁ -3,
- We believe that Cuba had known : o
-of: the. Katanga plans to invade and . .
I ohvlou.sly had done nothing to re-- <,_=;
‘strain them trom crossing the bor-"
.v,:-?del'a We also.kpow that the Cubans
"7 have played a key role in training: _
‘and equipping the Kalangans who .
attacked.._;_,_. S e L

S S e, i

_the evidence conclusive: * ." .

-1 This turned outio be a masterpnece of

,dxsmgenuous statement. On May 18 the

State: Department” informed the press
that Casxro had called in Lyle F, Lane.,
the chief US diplomat in anana, and

_demed any part in the Zaire Invasion. | :

‘Only the bare’ denial was disclosed and’

_ this was interlarded with the kind of *“in-!
. forrned speculauon" designed to discredit

n But Walter Cronkue on the CBS Eve-’

_ ning News on Junc 9 dasclosed another|

L

part of" ‘Castro’s | commumeauon w)nch l
the State Department had withheld. . -
Castro told Lane be knew of the plans for .
invasion a month or more it advance and .
had tried unsuccessfully to stop it. - ‘Y :i
The Washington Post broke this story }
in its latet editions of Saturday, June 10.
The New York Times on June 11 said it i
learned from Senator Clark, that the in-_;
formation was first dudosed when Scr-
ator McGovern, who had obtained the
full text of the Lane communication !
from the State Department, read it to’ ’
the Senate Foreign Relations Commmee
in executive sessiom Friday, June 9. The-.
cable described, the Times: repoﬂed 3
“the evolution of the rebel atincks andj
his purported efforts” to stop them.” :
Castro said he failed because Agostinho a
Neto; head of the Angolan government,
was ill at the time and under treatmcnt
in Moscow. The executive session was’:
held, at Senator McGovern’s request, to -
hear- from Admiral Turner evidence of )

_.Castro’s. comphcny in_the Shaba lmn-

sion, Even the chainman, Senator Spark-
man of Alalmnn, normmily an. admiuu-]
tration stalwart, said he dxd ot thmk :

LR RN

The whole affair was re!mmsunt of :
the way in which the John:on adminis~4 1
tration’ manipulated the Senate and the |
country in the Tonkin Gulf affair.
Selective - d:sdomm and claims * -of |

' _ “intercepts’ too secret “lo° be shared
evenmththeSemubmltupafabeprco

ture.of what.had happened arid’ woi

" Johnson 4. blank ‘check: for- bornbmg

repnsals agamst Nonh V:etmm

. AT -r-o. .)‘v

At this wrinng o -one in the Semate ~

has yet demanded that Lane’s full re-"
port on his conversation with Castro be'

- made public. It is classified but whom w

the secrecy stamp protecting? Carfer or"

~ Castro? Nor ‘has any senator asked

o e
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Cuba It would seem that Castro, if he
‘tried to stop the inyasion from Havana.
»hagd” to usé ‘telephonic: or..wrreless‘chan-
nels of some kind. Can it be tha( these:
escaped our _surveillance? Or was:the-
"American government imade aware by’
these messages of what was gomg on?
Why was-the full text of the’ conversas,
tion with ‘Castro withheld? The effect, if"
not- the purpase,’ was to inflame- publn:
opinion in this eountry.xm-‘o-'f B
-~ So already, even before.we get'more
deeply involved in Africa, the falsehoods, -
inseparable from {these distant and . un-
. popular mtervennons. begm 10 pile up.
.Tbe\rault is.an almost:universal skep-
“ticism not only on Capitol Hill but in the
.State Department itself—if not indeed i’
the_ bowels of the. White. House l!.reu'—
Zabout the prendent’s acensauons agamsl
"Cuba.- His* ‘effort “to. counter his loss.in |
credxblluy. ina lele\med preu conference
Tjust as this issue went to press,: iwas not a;
stellar . performance.: He began. -with"a
- Freudian slip, soon corrected, saying that
" Castro had 20,000 troops in Zaire, when]
rof course he meant Angola. Then he com-
mmed a geoaraphlcal boo-boo whrch
" was corroeted only later in “ther official
transcnpr b'y saying that the. invasion
i came from southeastern: Angola. ‘There,’}

xn a country: almos&.twme as:large as
Texas.‘ Cuban troops are. qoncemrared in?
~their fight against the UNITA rebels, The
mvasron ac(ually came from the oppom
corner of the country, in-the far.north- '
; east, where the Cubans are weakes. Car-’
ter ended by shifting.the accusation from.
; a charge of Cuban comphcuy in thei invas:;
{sion to a "charge that the Cubans could;|
have done more 0 stop it! 1t was an m-—
- glonous exit from a propaganda baule

; Carter hunself had provoked. i

. Ambrguity ofm seems lm-pmblc fromj
‘govemment. to : reconcile oomending
~vrewpornts and ‘to’ keep options. open,
But it can easily be carried to an ex-
'trerne,andthac mywell be thecase{
now with Carter’s stance on Africa and .
_SALT. Certainly the_ Annapolis speech, .
iwh!chmbulldummeindaﬁ-.
fication, has only served to exacerbate:
_relations with the Soviets wrthout mak-’
"ing clear what Carter’s policy is.” - " ]
The president is asking Congren for

" word for weakening the restrictions im-

- the "CIA N order.'to. prevent & new
Vietnamese-style- ermnglemem lbroad
without a ‘“‘pause for reflection,”” wrth
out advance consultation with Congrss.

_"I‘he tricky: way- ifi" which the Carter ad-
* ministration has been seeking sécret eon-

“lmle war” in Angola, 2 la Laos and "
. Cambodia, along with its dumsenuousq-
" handling of the- diplomnhe admrsu
* with Cuba make it evident that we need 3
more, not fewer, rntnctions on (he ex.-:
ecutive. -

There is anolher kind of ﬂexrbrhty m-%
volved, which the president does need,
“but he himself Is nndenmmng rt The"
situations in Africa are extnordmmly
complex ind murky, as are the i issues in
the SALT talks. The White House can
only achieve suffi cient ﬂe:nbthry to deal-:
with them if it edueata the public to an;
awareness of ' these . , Complexities; Ffor ]
. they require diverse policies and diverse
attitudes in various arens._'me prendem
"cuts down his ability to act praynanal-
y. when ‘he creates hyaeria, jm;orsnc
passiom, and melodramatic scenarios
‘To make, “‘tougliness with the Rmsmu"if
-the simplistic standaed . of polmes on

*Alrica and SALT is-to imprison himself
~In costly absurdities; v 2y S o it 72
«nekeyisncinAfﬁnmtopmJ
Vent-civil and -racial- wan in Rhodesia i
and Namibis,- settle: peacefully the con--
flicts in both areas, and then press
Soulh ‘Africa ’lowerd a sane adjustment

- in’its racial policies. Both Washington

and Moscow_ hav)e common interests in :
.this because a failure could so worsen :
“their relations as to endtnger the peaee
ohheemireworld . ST STy
= Without some guerrilia actmty, wrth--’
"out some aid to the Rhodesian and Nas
“mibian’ guerrillas from the. other srde,,
. Bntam and_. the : United - States ‘would
;have no: leverage “whatever in trying to
bring about & peaceful transition io ml-
‘jority rule. The Western _powers ' need
"Russian cooperation in seeing that this
,aiddoauotgosofuutomdlngern
I settlement. In southern’ Africa, as in the.
XMiddleuBast,Ygonvergent aétionst by:the]
-two superpowers area neoetsary compo- .
“‘pent’ for stablluy. A new wave of anti-

i ea,

cornmuxust hystena wrll lunder effectrve g

’thu is bure:lly an Afnan quemon lr-.
“resistible. forces are moving toward the:
-emancipation of black Africa from ra-:
eial: explortauon in a slruule that can-
~nol ‘be. ;topped It can be porsonecl and |
it can wredr “the peace of the world, 0r
it can be helped toward” the’ peoceful
settlements necessary ;( the mduslnal reh.
sonrm and - -human assets,” whité and
" black,” wlnd: Africa needs to pull u.self :
out .of unpovemhmeru and hunxer ue
“to be preserved from destruction, . ¢

= riv euw we nussians both will” only -
lose all credxb'hly with the-Africans lf
they feel that they are being sacrificed |
- ‘again, as in the nineteenth century, to a
--mew ;great’ power struggle. In Angola, :
. carlier efforts to end what are basically
. triba}, dmslons in a -coalition - -govern-.
.mentwere upset- by" CIA interference,
" and this is. exactly the kind of covert
destabnhzmg operation the Clark-Tun-:
.ney Amendment stopped and the ann-;
er-Aaron visit to Clark was designed ol
.startupagam. e,

. NIV

PR - R T . r -7
R ..\ .

ta e .‘ ~. ._“ r_:~.

There ougbt to be an Amenan ;-1
bassador in Luanda, the capital of An-

' gola, as .Andrew Young has urged over
Tand . over agaur.iEvery ‘other* NA‘ro
=country has. .recognized the Neto govern- |
ment.. Gulf Oil, Boeing, National Cash™"
_Reamer, and many-other US business | f

v.'~coneerm are doing business with Neto, -
-.as is Krupp, and even the South African ©
‘dc Beers: Diamond. Comp;.ny. Only the :
4+ US stands’ aside and still hopes covertly |
to. “destabilize’™ that regime. In this |
mpect. Carter is’ resuming . the ;Ford- ,
- Kusmge;. pohcy he criticized so severely
.in the campalgn. Yez Neta’s cooperation
Bcrucxal forasettlmeumNamrbxa. e
- If Carxer wants to draw ‘a "line rn"
Afnca ‘and dare the Russuns ;o cross it, -}
he had: better be careful that the line xs’,
nor drawn in qulcksand hke the Mobuty -
regxme in Zau'e. And : he had- better be ! 3
“sure that* the" Consres: and the Amerr--
-mn pubhc do not begin to fee that, hke~
lus predecusors in- dealing .with _ Indo- :
i¢hina, he is'not disclosing the full truth’
aabou( what _he_is doing-and about. our,
knowledge of events in Africa. - .
-"’An example' Castro told the- Wa:h-—-
mg!on Post (jate edmou, »May 13) thar'-
.early in1976 the. Cuban and Angolan
“regimes “decided to-distance themseives -
“from the- Katangan foroa because An-;
gola:” needed 2‘peace’ to. reconstruct _it- .
‘self“and that. meant. peace with “its
ne:ghbor. Zaire. It is drt‘t‘cult to believe.
that - the CIA, with’ ,rts electronic .
‘surverllance of Cuba, ijts’ agents.in Afri-*

" ——— -t"

€3, and its close lies. wuh our NATO al--

ly! the Belgians,.is pot in @ posmon r07
conﬁrmordenythrs. e oo

g.omlﬁggn
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.'l'hc _organization which ran this year’s

“ferences.. There was suspicion that the
. Belgian~ govemmem ‘was ready to'deal

M’ bumbas forca, :are - afters all- the
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Thc ‘Belgian” connecuon is unponant

invasion of Proyince in Zaire was
-Nathaniel Mjbumba s Front for the Nz}-
tional.-Liberation” ‘of - the Conga. Curi-
ously “it’ is;allowed;a headquarters in
"Brussels, - where. it/ holds press con-

with it if ;he invasion. had succeeded.
‘Thc Kalangan sendarmes. the core of

"patives” whom. Belguun irained and on
‘whom it relied in its ongmal effort to
break Katanga away from the Congo in
the Sixties and thus preserve full control
1'of dhe »UmnhyMinik.choldmu i uml
. province. .0 i LT

Specialized - pnbbauom dah.ng mth
Africa and "Third’ World affairs in "the’
- past c:ghle:n monlhs havc (epaud re-
‘volts™ bo(h cml and mh in ‘Zaire u-
“well as prepanuom fot uu rmt mva-
sion”’ At least one - pnbhuuon Wm
Report,” July-Auaust 1977) wrote  that |
while Neto’s MPLA™ was sympat.heuc to
the FNLC “thers-is liitle” evidenca' to in-
_dicate that'it [the MPLA] was wdlmg to:
stake’its own existence in support of thc
. {Congolese} rebeis.” Surely’ the’ Afnmn
dcskoft.heSuLeDepamncmzndthe
- ClA, and above all the Belgians, musx
bave been well aware “of all thm cur-_

o taketsmd m Zann side byndc
wuh France’s ‘neocolonical - empire. in
Africa. is to take a stand on very shaky
ground. Neither Nigeria nor even Liberia i
has expressed support for the *‘pan-Afri-

can!' force mustered, with great difficulst

ty. by France lo save Mobutu;” and Ny-
erere of Tanzania has spokea up strong-
ly against it and asked whaher it meant|.
that Carter had changed - his African
policy. Mobutu’s is one of the most cor-
rupt. and repremve regimes in Africa.
"Its ill-paid and ill-disciplined troops are
indicative of how badly Mobutu has
‘ organized the country be has ruled for
_more than twelve years. Indeed, his first
stcp in using ths new. Momecan troops
“was, o organize ‘them’ lnto a new pmme
guard for himsalf. Apparently he can’t
f ‘trust” his “own ~Congolese ™ followers.*]
. There was testimony before the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee two years |
ago that real wages-had fallen 35_per-
- cent dunng the first decade ol his mle,

- rupl and more popular govemrnent

-while he himself had.grown rich,?” His}

. strength is his weakness, and the foreign

i banks which have lent him between two»~

and a haif.and lhree billion dollars must’
cither prop hun up or take a-loss. on
their - folly. Mobutus rule:- is. in: zhns
respect a’ rcphy of “a corrupuon that”
undermmed (he regnma we=once up-
poned in Chma and Vnetnam. . e i
I ~.Whal Nyerere ob)eaed to. wu not “thex
-rescue’ of Europans but. tl;e use of the.
rescue operation to save the conenng
Mobutu -regime and bail out the: fomgn :
banks..“We reject:; the- pnnaple," he
told . the’ dlplomauc carps :ip Tanzania ,
(Washmgmn Airo-Amcncan from Dar -
es Salaam, June -13),3-*'that . .external .
powers have the ngh& m»mamtam m‘
_power: Afnm govemmenu wh:ch axe
umversauy recognized to be corrupl. or:
'incompeu:nt or a bunch of muxdeters,
-when thar people try __to mak: «a'

i-'.

"seems to be consaderable suppon fcr the
view that the mlmna operauons would.
be more secure if Zau'e had a.less cor-

F

~In Ethxopn the Russnam “and’ Cubans
;have been propping up a regime as mur; |

- derously represswe as. Zaire's. "In this!

respect there is little to choose betweeng
Mengistu and Mobutu. But if_the US:

“and the Soviets hadn’t switched sides all:
- too recently between Exhnopna and Sos’

malia, we rather:than ‘they. might have:
been impaled ‘on the Horn -of Africa, .
and helping Mengistu’s struggle for con- |
trol*of . the Eritrean” seaports. - Grat--

- power nvalry serves only to raise the '

Hevel'of\five Howe) in thésé efidéqlic, trib< | |
al hatreds when a new plague of locusts,
drought, and hunger are the.urgent
‘common enemies. In that far-off waste
land ‘of desert -and mountains, Ethi-;

i

‘opia’s”oldest and most famous friend,
.King' Solomoa, would have found it xm-

possible t0-sort out the multifarious
rights and wrongs. Why should Somali ;

-herdsmen have to pay attentioa to rela-: :
“tively™ new -

- international boundana
across thedesen lands they havegmed

- from time immemorial? How can Ethi-j
~opia build a"stable nation if these herds-
_men make a mockery of its border? Why
‘should Eritrea be ‘subject to Ethiopia-
~when its nmonhood ‘has long been rec:’
* ognized? But how can Ethiopia live and
. prosper if it loses its ancient outlets to |
:-the “sem” in “this- coastal _Tegioa Emtea

chuns? We couldn’l vm.h a ﬁner mess on
Moacmv e

. Let’s not link the other issues, com-
plex enough in themselves, .to these in--
soluble tangles of racial and tribal
srivalries. Above all, let us not hurt the
‘human rights ‘mavement in the Soviet
Union, and the cause of brave men like
Orlov and Shcharansky, by linking hu-
man rights in the Soviet Union with
what Africans see quite rightly as a new '
Franco-American plan to reinstitute a !
new colonialism in part of Africa.
- The gravest link of all is with SALT. |
Of course, tension between the super-!
powers will encourage the bitm—enders,
against » SALT. .. Here | Moscow and:
,Washmnon bear a Jomt raponssbnuy.
- The Soviet sentence of Orlov for monij-
" toring the Helsinki - agreement does-
,testify, as Carter said at Annapolis, xo‘
the amazing fear of any disseat in xhe'
-stale and shuttered Kremlin. Sure!y
_there are those among a new generation
- of Soviet leaders who will want to break
away from policies identical in this '
tespect with the Romaaoys, Let us help ;
them' by keeping the causs: o&f{,g_edqq:w
in Russia clear of imperialist hypocrisy '3
and inflammatory cant, as Carter does .
not when he speaks in one voice to repres- :
_sive Russia and in another to the equauy
eprsssveShahandtheSaudu. C o
nca is a passmz sxorm, bu; SAL'I‘
mvolva the. future of the planet.,The |
alanmng, the -crucial, -and :the : urgent
fact is that new technological develop- |
ments just over the horizon threaten to '
end the balance of terror on which !
world peace has been precariously
poised in our generation.  That is the
_message in the excerpt published hel'ex
“from the latest annual survey of the re-'
- spected ‘International Institute for’ Stra-v
L lcg:c Studies. in London. It deserves the
i ~“widest reading. and discussion. But so.| :
; far I have seen only one mention in the |
* American press of the institute’s warn-"
" ings about the arms race and that was a,
single paragraph quoted by Henry Brad-
sher in the Washington Star May 24.
-~;The African section of the report has
been . widely noticed, but not its fore-.
.bodings about SALT. Unless a lid is'
-placed” on- the strategic arms race:
“promptly by a new SALT agreement, .
.these new technologies, which vastly in-
=crease the precision of the ICBMs and :
“+with it the temptation to a pre-emptive:
*strike and the fear of such a stnke. may -
soon destabilize the world. -

CONTINUZD
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- It is.no answer to fall back on mobile!

*ICBMs, or to invent a2 new form of shell
.game by building twenty ‘empty holes
-for each real iaunching pad to fool the
‘other side. Thu enormously expensive
‘ncw escalation’ in lunacy will only suc-
‘ceed in driving both sides mnssxlc-mad.,
‘And Carter had best not speak so com-;

“piazently Sdouthow Antericals feady. zoq

bear the cost“of a new arms race and .
candoso.ashzsaxdaAnnapohs
“without "~ excessive - sacrifice.” - How '
-much is '‘excessive’’ in the shadow of

Propouuon 13°s. vnctory in. Cahforma.'

and the suffering it pouends for . the;
‘poor, thei elderly, ‘and the’ undapnvn-i
qud?’l‘hmcouldntbeawmnme
wst'onm . ov"\r-: \“ "“I
..-Caner. as a nudeu ‘sub commandet
tseemed. to, cwnc mlo— ol'ﬁct with some
-overriding nuu—a pasonal knowledga
-of the. nuclear dan;er, and.a gut com-.
Jmtmenuoendu. Bui these seem- to be
zrodnu.. We_must hope he. un‘t ban;
31:6mammnd-byﬂ-udamfgamy ‘on:the:|
-subject” on: thc part. of . his . national
- sgeurity adeﬁ_thn Ehnbah Drew
mtervnewed Brzezinski,. she asked him
'about an wlwr Jntamew in which he’
.was quoted as. symg thal the idea that

:a. nudu; war would ' man thc end o(

'humamty wu“bdon:y P m - -7 TR

- This wu ‘his ‘cheerful ;eply .as gwe;l

' in The New Yorker

of Mny l'

Footnotes:

'Dallin is still refusing to work himself
into a sweat. In Newsweek June 12, he
writes,. **When we toughen our. rhe!onc.
as Brzezinski has, we make it easier fori
the hard-liners in the Kremiin. All- this)
-verbal escalation simply fuels Moscow’s
backstage dialogue and provides ammu-
nition_for those who- argue that détente
won’t work .The code of détente j Is ung
written, and cach side reads’ somethm
else_into it. In the early Severities; ther
was’ a_ feeling_we werd_stabilizing” ‘thet
status quo. Kissinger oversold that idea
i this country. but- the Soviets never!
bought it- As:far as they are concerned;
parity ‘means equal opportunity- 10 med-;
“dle’ in- international affairs:~ I'mi’ ,hot, as
alarmed as some people:,I.don’t see-anr
great Russian mastet phn.-They .are'in-
ters:ed in, assmmg theit.. Influm as
“long as _there.is no great risk’ mvolved
-And 50 far, there isn't. The {rouble is
_that “they” have "misread " the Amenan
pubhc.. The pnce-'they pay 8 not: in
. terms: of a showdown on the' ‘battlefield,
bum ﬁpubhc ‘shyponr'fo:aSALT an¢
“othet: agreements.’ Imis. -
Brzczmskn sstyle.. i

e

!

’Tesumony of Stephen R chssman of
“the Umversny of . Texas  at Dallas. p-
106, Hearings on Angola, African Sub-
,committee of the Senate Committes on
Foreign Relations, February 2, 1976, g

~»«that the usc of nudax wapons,:

s --"would..be ;ne end of the, human

g t'race. That’s .an * egoceatric’ fap T =

. pa.remly.-, he- meant . d.hnoceumc] g

ﬂ thoughitl .QP course,‘h(‘s*hoﬂéndob; ! §1‘
to. conumplau. but in smcdy staei =

_ tistical terms, if the Umxed States 7,
usedupauofnummdmthe

i _
ceiesnal ;- objecuv ity should 1
enormously hearten the men -with thcu'y
‘fingers-.on- the mum inithe - Whue
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‘would represent +the first step.hacks

.Committee. ¥+~ "

ARTICLE APPEARED
ON PAGE A-1,3

Spy Influx inU.S.
Cited i m Request
To Beef Up F BI

By GeorgeLardnarJr.”{ P
- Washington Post Sealf Writer— . . .,
A secret FBI request !ormorencoun-
termtemzenexemaients, thouxh‘dblocked
on Capitol :hagritouched:
sharp debate foverithe‘ﬁdmgert‘of«n:a
alieged Soviet-bloc spy linfluxinfo-the
United States:™

At closed bndaet?i"&thoﬂzaﬁonhun-

_ings this year, L
House - lntem:"a%a

officers. coming’ into~: thh-eotmtrywm
temporary. m&.-hmﬂ
could ponibl@ watch ‘without . beefing:
up its-counterintelligenee division.» -
The: “FBLal’triends i #Cohgress]
-charge that Sfate Department permis-
siveness'is-tq blame for. the~influx. J

The debate is strikingly réemihiScent
-of the interngl ‘Security furor oftho
early 1950%> i %

Both the«gm and’.}he .Semte ﬂx- L
telligence . committees‘turned: down?
the FBI's.request to: hire about ‘125"
more eounterintemzence agents ‘to .
step up surveillance activities. - Rep.
Bill D. Burlison- (D-Mo.) devised'za«

compromise that pmved ever‘moreﬁ .

controve: BRI ww-«m#}.

It would mb-tho—two—intemgeneo.
panels custodians of a new. list. sup- |
plied by the ‘attorney’generaliiOm» it 1
~would go.thenames.ot all aliens:tem- ;
'porarlly admitted to the United States. ¥
in the coming fiscal year. despité ‘ad- g

vice by the FBI.that they sh have
beenkzpfout -a8 security, risgl‘l"%.‘"" Lr
—~ - House- coliservatives :sichttas John
M. Ashbrook (B-Ohio)nrth&inﬂutis
. distressing and blame:it.-on.the;
relaxations” fostered.s by the :

commmm,:g“terro

they ‘haverietiseores: a‘t’such] peopl
in" 2vs apmesy ahé vl e nn

Rep. Ted. Weiss: (D-N.Y.)- contcndod.- 4

ward toward: the, creation of,,a Com
mittee on ‘Internal Security”—better
known in; its list-building zxeyday LS
the House "Un-American

THE WASHINGTON POST
4 July 1978

never-settled controversy over the-so-
called “security provisions™ of the Im<
migration and Nationality Act—better"

Legally, the debate boils down to l)

known as the McCarran-Walter Act
when it was passed over President
Truman's veto in-1952—and how'
sstrictly those provxsxons;should be ap-
plied. 2

~ According to~figures - supplied. by §
the FBI, the-bureau has lost -almost
every time in the.past several" years
when it recommended that a foreign
visitor. "By kept--out.: o!, the United:
States' on the, grounds'that He orshe.
was likely: to ‘engage: insespionage-.
other forbidden activities: ‘vaguely ‘de-;
‘scribed ;by. two : particular.” provision 8
iof _tp_g;McQarran-Walgg___ R <
- In 1976, according:to the*rundown,j
’the FBI's recommendations:for exclu-
sion of.a .temporary.: visitor-were over-

ed (or ignored) 8'1.§ercent of ‘the

‘time; in 1977, they . were overruled 99
percent of the ﬁme,.and in.the first,
quarter’ ‘of '1978, they-were - ove_rmled
100 percent, of- ‘the time /¢ ™ 7w .3
I%The' people- at - Statexprobably ‘say’
‘the'FBD's seeing a lot-of: bogymen, but
if they:can move>thateasily: into .the:
country, it gets .to~.be-a: frustrating,
thing after a while”; sayaaq.!umce De-
partment source... s o r...4 .
< “They're: talking about the, ¥ind of
‘people ,who steal * secrets ” says an-
“other” department source. “'I'he prob-
lem is not that they inevitably will do
‘that;- but when you've got.an intelli-{
gence officer in your midst," the FBI
feels they ought to know what they'rﬁ
doing, Who they're seeing.” '

The number of individuals admitted-
over FBI objections is said to be clas-
sified,. but according to several
sources it.comes to between 100 and
150 people a year, primarily- from- S0~
viet-bloc nations. = - < iwlfes wey
. ““There {are ‘many more ‘American>
porta [a: total of 40] open to ships and*
crewmenfrom : Russia . and Warsawﬁ
Pact:nations;” Burlison said. .., ...,/ .
:,‘,“{rhere ‘also ‘seems to- be an:inordi:
nate number-of ‘so-cilled ‘students’ in;

deal:of ‘concern: has<heen expressed
piiblicly*.and “privately. ... 'We -}
want.to keep current on it :
-~,On the other hand,’as State Depart-
ment‘otﬂcials pointout,, the “security{
provisionst"oﬂmmizr:tion law are fary
from precise.-And the intelligence in.
formation..on . which decisions are
based is-often inconclusiveliA K 353 ¢
>4Say ‘there’s an-'Ivan ilvanov who
was -reported to be a KGB .agent in
Timbuktu in: 1959—cnd ‘an”’ Tvan Iva-:
‘hov 'who-is'applying' to -éomie to the-
United States,” says a State Depart-]
JInent visa expert. “Is it the same Ivan/
Ivanov? Was he reslly-z KGB agent in®
Timbuktu in 19507.Some'of the intelli-
gengce  we: have issancient history. Iq

. the rejection: of any. foreigner known!

“United States.”s; ;- _-’

“espionage;. sabotage, public disorder
:or in-any:othervactivity subversive to
. the national security:.. > roi 552, - -
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comes in all shadings and gradations.”

The issue first came up this year
when the .FBI asked the House and
Senate intelligence panels for 125
more counterintelligence personnel
on the grounds that the bureau had
raore spies to watch, some presumably
around the clock. Unpersuaded, the
Senate comimittee turned down the rew
quest with'the understanding that the
bureau could try again later if it came-
up with more convincing evidence.

Burlison, chairman of the House In-’
teiligence subcommittee on bidget au-
thorization, hit on another alterna-
tive: requiring the attorney 'general
to. inform the Senate - and Houss|
intelligence “pariels of* the admission
of each:.alien :whom the attorney,
general knows. or has reason - tol
believe “is an excludabie alien under
the terms of Secﬁon 212+ (@) (27, (28)

Unfortunately, Carter ; -administra-}
tion officials say,..the:  issue ' was
clouded by the House debate, which 4
focused heavily: on ‘Section 28, 2 so-
called- “membership” provision - -that
permits the denial of visas to” anarch.
ists, communists and ' others." “The.
attorney general can waive those res.-
trictions - and-. thousand ' of - waivers
are granted each year, 'some--under-|

the provisiom -of. thc McGovem
amendm

general.in: -luc!nmatten, ithe amend
ment:has-had':only a:modest. impac:
and its implementation~has yet ‘to
a single.objection from the FBL : 7y

The real fuss’is over the other. twox
sections, Nos, 27 ‘and. 29;. One ‘calis- for{

or reasonably ‘believed ‘to be’ cominz
to the United States “to " engage in “ac
tivities which would be prejudicial tod
the publie. interest, -o::endanger' the-
welfare,- safety' o’ security” otithe‘

The other provmon requjres tlclu-
sion “of*’ anrfvisitor who “probably
would, after-entry, engage in activi
ties which would ' be prohibited by the:
laws of the- United States: -relating.
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In a letter to House' Intelligence
Committee: Chairman- Edward P. Bo-
land (D-Mass.), Assistant Secretary of
State Douglas J. Bennet .Jr. described
the procedure:-Visas are issued by
consular officers. overseas after State
Department’ review “of  “information
on file with the agencies of the intelli-:
gencemmmunity "”“The visas _author-
ize travel to the United States>where
“the’ Immigration- and Naturalization 1
Service~a-- Department-. of . Justice
component—makes the.final decision”, "
on behalf of the: attorney general : . ;4
- Fromr.the FBI's -point.of-view,: the.]
trouble is it is- often too late:to- -make:

an’ eﬂective-objection‘ when -someone:|

landaﬂhere,wiu in hand:;The “FBL is
supposed to-*be consulted- beftire the:
visa- lﬂssued,overseu, ‘but'sometimes;
according to+’ several”‘knomedgeablen
" officials; the visa is: issued first.i- : 4

The.foreigh visitor would’ have'to b bé’
refused ‘ admission” i!-’hesor “sheé-were ]
held- to™fall- under Sections’27<or .29,
but the" bureau’keeps losmg thoié’ar—'
guments 5“ ';1" n‘,‘ H A..sp; 4\- ‘-&. :nl

Officials’ agree th!x could *ehange in"
light ‘of . President Carter’s- reported
approval of a reorganization’ plan that,
would “among~other: things, “shift' the..4
decxsion-making authotity ‘for visd a ap—~
plications fromr Staté“to the: 1mnugra—
tion service, Yet ‘that’is where'it: \sup-
posedly’has been an--along-as ‘far as’

do and is it7against the law or iy it
subversive to the national security,”
says ‘a. State Department official -
“Even: when -you're dealing “with-as
speciffc internal security statute;: you'
can run into’ -perfectly ]egmmate'dih
fering views!® especially on: ‘activity.
subverslvexto the -national . security"’
During. the: House-debate Burhson‘
declared thatthe: FBI.*does not, as &
matter.of .policy; request exclusion of
all identified—o;; suspected intelligerice-
officers””seeking to_enter the United:
States;.. but,sqme admlnistration &
cials contend .the bureau is:still too:
sid . ...4:1‘ ve,.uﬂﬂbpbw;iﬁ\ ;g.,
“On’s few ??hese [visasf ‘really 2
very limited" number the : FBI will ob<
ject,” says©INS* spokesmanv Silas- J?
Jervis. '“We ‘have .to weigh ‘betwee
the recommendahom- The last- few
_years,;it’s ° gone=" m,‘,favorxo! Stateu
Their - reasoning ha "“seemed - more
compelling.™.: » X" SRPLLGWL A2 4%
Even so,:the Houselvoted 312 t.o‘ﬂoA
to require-reports of:cgntested-admis-*
sions from the . attomey general...Bo-'
land -assured :his colleagues. that .the:
House Intelligence Committeé had no.
intention of becoming, another HUAC,
and agreed to require the reports. onIy
for fiscal 19793yt aact % %5 1 BRiuin: 2208/

ask are, whnt is the- guy planmng to}
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° The committee may not even get
that much. Director of Central Intelli-;

gence Stansfield Turner is writing a:
letter to Senate Intelligence Commit-|
tee Chairman Birch Bayh (D-Ind.) to!
express the administration’s opp051~
tion to the provision. According to a
Justice Department lawyer, the re-
quirement as passed by the House
doesn’t make much sense anyway.
“The language is all screwed up,”
he said. “If you read it carefully, it
asks the attorney general to tell Con-
gress when aliens who fall under See-
tions 27 or 29 bave been admitted to
the United States. But if they fall un-
der Sections 27 or 29, they can’t be ad-’
mitted. As_the legislation stands now,]
it asks-the attorney general to report
those instances to.Congress where the |
attorney general has violated the
law =225 al‘r*"ﬂ“ ‘.:"':':La
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Probe Sought’ in ‘M edm M ;u;pulatwn’ by FBI

-?"{‘ S g
IRt BN &

n_uﬂon ‘Act-by the Seattle Coaution lerofmbodyeluhadone ?
: T' Fsshingion o W to Stop\Gwment Spying. .~s n th!ng wrong” . - :
< Two . congressional . subcommittees - .- The -memo, "dated Mareh;lc,“llm'. -*KIXI mana make
have' boenr asked- to. investigate. FBI"” ‘and sent. fromithe Seattle FBI offics sy, m,,,,,z:."‘;‘;:.,":g, '}i';v e

t“manipulation ;of “the media” ‘4to, Minneapolis,: alluded-to &' forth- cobsen Asked vuart |
:ot thegroundwork - icr-dom-tlg.in mingreturn, assignment to Wounded * s nbtc?m of nngaziment
ligencejcharten-legisiation. ;- ‘s Kuee- for -Clarence McDaniel, 2 radio “svhen he was news director Jacobsen
n .Citing rthewbureau's,.a “use 17 \reportey: for station KIXI in Seattle. : mnmd,“mmm-unh.um
wf an umndwm ln.th ‘According - to ‘the memo, McDani woxd. no.!’ L = l

4JJames | Abqurezk” .) "and .,
Doﬁw ] (D-S-}z‘)“':m‘l ‘mrnf?- ;t«:fiu are nof being. publicized
A "“5“'11:. full“of ‘that" the- intelligence ‘infor-
“This dasigarous interference by.the > mation—and. his- tapes are-being- fur-;
IBI with: the. legitimate - collection 0f5: . pished the FBL -
“hews-.is~ “Hearly, a- violation “of ‘the G rasire. g int s
“Yight'of. om of the press'as guar® ‘o L 0 by:;; "’mdﬁ" "m‘“mn
_anteed' by the First-Amendment,’-thy “» S S ”1, ] ":ln“ pass,
“eenter's director:Morton H..Halperin, #: ;{’"“ t;as normal duty ‘assign-:
3aid of-the- Wounded Knee-incident? oo m’ -!:‘d"gef -refergnce.to FBL" the"
“%” Abgurezk'is chairman of the Senate’ - DSR0
ahmzmmm on adminis-.- ;' MecDaniel said he wu muwm ol
trative: practidei-and~ MWM %thluunﬂl recently. “It's kind:of ridic-
"Edwardi ts.ichalrmari--of: the-t House<} ; Wlous: really,”. he said. *“The Indians §
Tudiciary? subcomniittee-on etvil: andd\"—r"“t’d to;get. their story-~out... %\
“onstitutional:- rights.~ Both ‘subcom- “There: Wag 10 reason. for this ‘I Spy'
Mmittees,. Halpérin . submitted, . should. .rP,“SmG& R ey
ook intoitheiWeunded Knee-episode "=~ The lmngement wlth the !'BI m .
+and> othér- pesstble instances:ofthe.. _Teportedly made by then KIXI .news
FBI's'manipulation. of. the media”-in , director Ken Stuart, now retired, who
‘connection:with:the. two -panels’-eon- "' -has‘ said- publicly that he. ‘did it:on
sigeration of legislation to govenn!o- his- ‘own';“because. -1 thought it was
.testie: inte}ligencesgathering. -7+, - right- at. the . time’* KIXI's::general .
- The_Wounded_ Knee_episode camn hmmze: Gl Jacobsen -said the KIXI |
Tto Lght m*porﬂons of z-memo &b ‘*“mmgemen " was ‘also in the dark |
tﬂndamdcrtho—'heodom of W“*md-“‘wﬁmem any- impllcation that ~

cmem s et NP D D kMTRRR LR TY €, Y e T AR T NG B 28T
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- mformant ﬁlﬁ—. g

.in vain . yesterday: -that- the - citation

_# Lawyers for Bell {imediately asked

- Griesa's:
thxs mornlng in. New,York.

Z der to turn over: the 18 FBI informant

A'terday after - Bell filed. -an- affidavit
: confirming his: decision -to  withhold
" the files, : 9% w7
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J udge Cites Bell
For:

>+ By Charles R Babcock "’Vs'a
WMnMM'ﬂHr "lf;“'*
Attorney General Griffin B. Bell
formally was held ;in contempt ‘of -
court yesterday after refusing
“again to turn oyer conﬁde tmlFBI

*:This is-thel ﬂx‘st.ctxme
chief” law:: enforcement. officer - has
been -found. in-contempt. Bell argued

“will adversely: affect- my abihty to
functiou as attorney general.™:. :

" U.S. District Court ' Judge- Thomas
P. Griesa denied Bell's request yester-
day that his threatened contempt or-
der be delayed 'to allow for appeals.
.Griesa said a new round of appeals
‘was “a totally unjustxﬁed attempt to
obstruct and ‘delay.” .

Griesa’s action in New York set off
around of Tegal-maneuvers: by attor
neys for the government and the So~
cialist- Workers Party. The SWP and
an affiliate, the Young Socialist Alli-
ance, are leeking the files for. evi-
dence in. &\340 smillion damage* smt
,over anegedly illegal FBI spying

"Judge Murray- 1.’ Gurfein, of the 2nd
U.S: Clreuit:Court of Appeals, td stay’
A hearing. is'se

'SWP: lawyer::Margaret . Winter md‘
yesterday that the- party. will:-ask]
Griesa today t6:°hold a hearing Aug. 1
on their renewed motion that Bell beq
jailed unﬁlhoeomplie& ) ERCE eyl
s Griesa denied 'a motion-for Bell’s
.imprisonment’ ‘lasti week. He-.ordered

‘then that"the:attorney ' general. had
“only until today to comply with his or-

.files to SWP -attorneys before auto-
. matieolly being in contempt.. -1 oo
. But Griesa-issued a new- order yes-

RRPIURE I TN SRR )
- The attorney- general, iri the sworn
statement, said he had to disabey bes
cause informants are such -an.impor

.gued that .Griesa’s contempt order
:“places an unnecessary ' strain upon

.and counterintelligence -_cases. ;

tant source of information in crlm;nha
“ultimate effect™ of Gﬂm&M _

.the separation of powers and lhouldi

THE WASHINGTON POST
7 July 1978

‘turn over the' files “would be to causeé{
incalculable harm to the nation’s abil-
"ity;to- protect itself against. enemxes,,
foreign and domestic,” Bell said. .. .. 4
+On a. procedural ground,. Bell also
pointed out in.the. affidavit that he;
~was willing to be held in.contempt be-
‘cause he had been advued that would:

over the ﬂles—-appealable .

Earlier appeals of the origmal order
were turned down by both the 2nd
Circuit Court of Appeals and the Su-
preme Court on the teechnical grounds.
that a “discovery” order- ,wu not ap-
pealable.

The circuit court Judges did seem
sympathetic to Bell's arguments about

Contempt

the importance of informants, but
sald Griesa had not abused his author-
ity, so they could not review his order.

5 In. issuing his unprecedented con-
tempt order' yesterday, Griesa . con-
tended that no further appeal was jus-
tified. He said Bell’s actions in seek-
ing new appeals “are virtually a clas-
sic example” of a problem President
.Carter ‘:cited- - recently - in- warning
about delays in court cases'caused by
‘parties seeking to prolong;litigation.. :

Bell spokesman Terrence B. Adam-
son’ said yesterday that.the.,attorney:
general had discussed his stand;on the;
informants issue with the- presxdent as
recently as Wédnesday: It is fair ic as-}
sume, Adamson®said, thatBell'and}
Carter “see eye: to- eye”: h»the fssue:
T"In going back to the 2nd Circuit Court’
‘of Appeals yesterday after Griesa's fi=d

‘nal contempt. ruling, U.S:¥Attorney:]

Robert B. Fiske Jr. of- ‘New-York-said™]
in a letter to Gurfein that the governmend
simply did not-“comprehend” Griesa's
assertion that there are no Iurther
grounds for appeal. .

“The issues in this case mvohe fun-
damental’ constitutional questions con-
cerning, the propriety of . holding . a.
Cabinet officer in contempt withdut;
adequate exploration_of. altemtlve
sanctnons . Fiskesaid. : - .
<In the, accompanying brief, he- u-

be reviewed by this court.”,

. Ko <

‘other than contempt on the grounds
that the informant files were 2

“unique and essentul body ot ev{-
‘dence” for the SWP. - L

The suit, . which hu druged on
‘since 1973, has established so far tha| -
-the FBI used some. '1,300 informants in
.a surveillance 'program- of the small
radical political party - lasting 'from,
1938 until then-Attorney General Ed-
ward “Levi ; ordered it termmated
in 1978 T

- The SWP alleges ‘that' the infor-
mants burglarized party offices and
actively harassed its members, with
the knowledge of the FBL. SR

' Greisa noted in his 68-page- order
last week that the FBE intentionally
omitted reference to known burglar
ies by an Informer at an SWP. office
in Denver when answering questions
in the suit. Thus, he said, a sample of
the actual files was. needed 804 S
lawyers could seek evidence on’ whxch.'
1o base clauns for damages w1

Spectalcowesponden John Kcmudv
in New York contributed to this omcle
Q;“nmzsﬁ‘.aﬂ“\i o ’~'s W':
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THE WASHINGTON POST

FBI Fires Aide * |
For Allégedly g
Lying in ‘Probe. :

By Charles R. Babcock
_ Washington Post Staff Writer - :
* The former head of .the. F.BI’s New )
York office was fired yesterday by: At- .
torney General. Griffin B. Bell'for al- -
legedly lying -to-a: federal grand jury ‘j
investigatlng illegal FBI brenk ins.: § 4
J. Wallace. LaPrade, one of the bu-
.reau’s.. top ..ranking... ofticials;” an-;
‘nounced his dismissal at a New York:
press conference and vowed to ﬁght 11:‘
through a lengt.hy appeals process_r

He'said he was & “scapegoat”, ¥ whow
was fired because he refused. to du—i
cuss top-secret foreign intelligence m-;
‘formation " with . Justice Department;

- ‘prosecutors seeking -evidence of. bur-
glaries the FBI conducted in the early
1970s in a search. for, radical fugltives
from the Weather Underground... .

A Justice Department spokesman
‘confirmed the firing, but would not.
characterize the charges. . . . ...

“If I had discussed it [the classxﬁed
information] 1 would have been ﬁred
for revealing it,” LaPrade said. . ; m

7 July 1978

.. That decision. by the attorney: gen-
‘eral had a “devastating”“impact on

‘former head of. the task.force, told a

;also felt, 'sources said; that it would’]
"take the FBI longer to recoventrom ¥

:proposed discipline in-April was so:v ¢
“astounded” and ‘was “havinga. lot of,

. LaPrade: was -removed as’| head ot

the New - York ofﬂce in Apnl, ‘when
Bell announced the indictment of for-
mer acting FBI Director L. Patrick
Gray III and two other top ofﬁclals
'for authorizing break-i ~

' ‘The Justice Depnrtment said then
thaf‘ discipfinary proceedings would.
.begin; but.did not detail the charges.
‘The- Washington.. Pos&-ﬁrebortedgthat
“Bell had been: fuiious at LaPraders.‘:e-
fusal to cooperate w{th“lnvesﬁgatwi«

*! The* attornergeneralfrefused,« ‘how-|
ever, ta let hisprosecutors seek F'per-
jury “fiidictment ' agajnst ‘the veteran
FBI official. Instead, Bell intervened:
personally and asked LaPrade to tell
the truth so he wouldn’t have to pros-
ecute an FBI agent for lying. .7 s
LaPrade s later testimony was help-
ful in making the, cases_against Gray,:
W. Mark Felt, former-No. 2 mar-at'th
FBI, and Edward.S:'Miller;? farmer i
telhgence chief;s accord,ing.m sources..s
. LaPradé*is’considered’ likebf*tw >
a witness’ at thee ;rhl“' % three
other of.ﬁcinls.ﬁ . 2
',3Bell’s: retusal {0 seekuin nent o
‘LaPrade last yeariwas ,qned;pyme :
bers of: the originat'Jeam of Justice !

the investigation, William L. Gardner,

,congressional-hearing: T

" In moving formauy agalnstLaPrade
yesterday, Bell has, in effect, done ad.
ministratively what he decunedto do
with a criminal indictment.. -

Bell is,known to have considered
LaPrade’s conduct during the.investi-
gation worse than that of; FBT ‘officials
who approved illegal. break-ins.:But he

perjury indictment.of: rhtgn ‘official
-than from the_civil rights consplracy—
charges finally- filed. it ~=Heie

LaPrade’s?* public‘ reaction to ;

hement * that ™ Bell'¥said:-~ he “was

second thoughts” about his decisio;
not to approve the' perjury charge i o
LaPrades reaction yesterday /
was outspoken. He said in a phone in-
‘terview' from his New- York office that |
“they . decided they had to -have a
scalp and they decided it was mine.” '
He said he didn’t feel he’d done any-
thing wrong and alluded to parallels
between his case and that ,of former
‘central intelligence director Richard
Helms, who explained lying to a con-
gressional committee because he had
a conflicting oath to protect national
secrets.. Ay T T Pt
‘“There were secunty restrictions on
what I could say,” LaPrade said on his |

dealings with' the prosecutors in‘ the
grand jury: “I think-it's unfair to pun-4
ish someone for gunrding closelv held
intelligence.” =

Prdsecutors. have’ dismissed elmns
‘that foreign intelligence connections.
with the Weather-Underground" are al
valid issue in the FBI break-in cases.; -

+ LaPrade’s: appeal will. be:heard: by
the Clvil Service Commission only be-
cause he is<a veteran. FBI ‘agents usu-
ally: are not.covered by cml service|
laws angmEged wgtank sOkyieaat
. The hrlng—-eﬂectwe today—wllI
not affect pension rights for the-27-
year FBI official. That amounts' to

about" $34,000 ‘a- year, LaPrade "said
yesterday G e .x'm, Mmqqom 4

RN TP
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- LaPrade had been‘a key figure-in the.in.

A TP FBL. OFFICIAL |

DISCHARGED BY BELL

bt
Vi

ExChief of 'mé"new,v;;;k Bq@gyl
Dismissed Over Break-In Case%

1 \_zp-‘-\ ;.
ok R N
By WENDELL RAWLS

ily 6.~ The-former
head of the New.York regional- office of
the Federal Bureau of Investigation,”J.
Wallace LaPrade, was'discharged today
by Attorney Géneral ‘Gritfin'B. Bell':Mr.]

vestigation' of illegal- investigative. tech-|
niques used by the bureau : anti-
war radicalg.’< o ¢ :

-

“against him, said, ““This is the post-

é " ; - OR000501310001-1
AP App'r:)ved For Release 20()9194{%6‘3“.\ QIf\mPPO5SOO62
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Mmlal?réde,_ in disclosing the action’

Watergate syndrome — that Government
is bad and that people are bad,” he saidin ,
an interview later. The departmental in- One agent, John J. Keary

- vestigation, he continued, ““took the ap- | supervisor in the New York of.
proach from the start that:the F.B.I. is- dicted by that grand j » but the charges.

bad. "} against him were Jater

charge of the largest office — it wag | Called before a second

ol s - tradictions. o e
He said he would appeal his aismissa)| The Washington grand

division of the Civil Service Commission,| tired no. 2 man in the
an appeal, ;"

ters.; '~

ata hastilyampgednewsem;remnca i
the F.B.1.’s Manhattan headquarters. -/
He said thé:reason given for- his d
missal was failure to cooperate with-
investigation, which.was conducted by
the civil rights division of the Justice De-|
partment. He denied that he had not coop-4
erated, but he.-would not be more specific
about the contents of the letter discharg-
ing him, saying that it involved classified
mateﬂal. _"’. . . ‘ B “ c.»‘?i
Describes Himself as ‘Scapegoat”

~ He characterized himseif as a “‘scape-
goat,” and'said, “There was ‘never any;
doubt in'my mind that"the civi. rights]

division was detu-minedto‘getsomebody

tail the reasons for- the’ dismissal'an
from revealing the contents of the letter; -
“Mr. LaPrade may reyeal the conten

Approved For Release 2009/04/28

gating the role of the F.B.L. in that case, || tive charges.. o
, Which involved illegal wiretappings, mail Says Break-ins Are

.‘Weathermen, an underground antiwar ‘that the F.B
terrorist group between 1971 and 1973, . break-ins, without w.
- Lawyersin'the Civil Rights Division re. authorization of the

Mr.La
than a year ago bécause of contradictions ;
between his testimony and-that of other ﬁ?ﬁ;ec?g? :;gn?:e:ng’ rected

executive branch approval,”

Mr. LaPrade further challenged the At.
torney General tg a television debate on
. the methods to be used against terrorist.
: groups and cbargedithat-tpe;Carte}r Ad-

- With very- little,”. he: said,. “I was.in| New York office for g‘l';;:g oy ras
vesti.

. Of the at | | 83ting the matter in Washin d he
strictly a matter of making a Scapegoat | reportedly refused t&tstifygé?enagiven

it he wishes t0 do 50, M. Adamson said.’ ,' F.B.I. agents before -the grand jury;)

800-man

of someone in a highly visible position, | an' opportunity to resolve the earlier con.

Ik AN IR}

| ministration was engaged in a

. toexert political influence’” over the Ly
i reauand todestroyitsindependence. T
9, de -, L0. identify . specific
; cases of “'nglitical Intrusions,’> and the
: ;

ent.of
£2

¢ :  But ha,declined.
i Attorney General re to
" the debate challenge!” ™ ‘t;" ;

: CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

 openings -and burglaries against' the Mr. LaPrade said three manths ago |
- Was still conducting

. under,
A Attorney Genera]
portedly recommended . prosecution of and President Carter. TheuJﬂstice De-

e on the perjury charge more partment responded then that such
d only against
er rigorous internal

>

fmm~.the~:$47,§00-a-year;fpost to the| quently indictéd former F.B. ]’ Director:
Federal Employee Appeais Authority, a| "L. Patrick Gray 3d; W. Mark Felt, the re.;

He has 15 days within which to file such iward_S.Miller, one-time:chief of counter-,

s ys e intelhggnce;.on charges that they ordered:
“ MT. .LaPrade,; 5% years old, was re. bt}rglanﬁ and nlleggl‘ searches of homes
moved from his New York post in April, W!;h]Wt warrants. : They - are * awaiting)

Spirator in what has become known as the Meanwhile, the' Justice Department
F.B.L break-in case, and was transferred | | has been conducting its own investigation.
to -the: bmuos Washingtm headqw_ ?f illegal Sur\{elnance activities
A T < || ing those against the Weathermen. Mr,
- Justice Department sources said today || LaPrade testified in"the interna
that Mr.. LaPrade’s dismissal stemmeg but accused the Attorney Gene
from his allegedly having perjured him. || bidding him to reveal-information that
self before a Federal Grand Jury invest. || Would have cleared him' of.administra..

» includ-

the
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yers for-the Socialist Workers as a re

Thie ~demanded
-the filesas evidence | its $40 million law-

U.S. Judge Finds’
Bell in Contempt;

NEW YUmn
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Attorney General Refusés
To Give Files to Socialists
R ST v~
r— DA MR
By ARNOLD H. LUBASCH " 1%
Attorriey General.Griffin B. Bell was:
held in contempt of court: yesterday. for
refusing to release the tiles on: 18 informs:;
ers who spied on the Socialist' Workers:
Party for the Federal Bureau of Invest.:
gation.,. . . el i
 Judge Thomas P. Griésa of the Faderal]
District Court in Manhattan issied the
order holding the nation’s highest lawen-
forcement officer in countempt.after Mr.:

- Bell submitted an affidavit

In Informer Case

: versely-affect my ability to- function-as’
‘Attorney General” and would create-an-
““unseemly . ‘confrontation - between'/-the.

Executive and the Judiciary, ' wos<s

S S e AP S A A.

. L TR
" FirstActionot Its Kind 5 17
It was the first time that an attorney
general had been held in contempt -for:
refusing to release information, accord-]
ing to Govemmemlawyexs.;'l‘hqy sajd;
that an acting attorney general, Philipi
Perlman, was held in contempt in 1951-for:
refusing to return some stock to a-shi
ping company, although the dispute LS
settled before sanctions were imposed. ;
e Wer! e

s P AR A i iy Dt {aﬁ 3
A spokesman for the Socialist Workers
said that thgpanywmﬂdmewamqtion
today for Judge Griesa to order the im-’
prisonment of Mr. Bell.: The party had
previously asked the: judge: to, send Mr.
Bell to jail on Aug:1 and’to keep him
there until the files were released. - ot
. The Government: immediately ‘asked
for a stay of the contempt order
an appeal. Judge Murray L. Gurfeinset a
hearing ¢n the motion for 10 A.M. today in
the Unitad States Court of \ppeals for the
SecondC}runtinManhattan.,ﬁ’Zv ‘l:‘,-;fg
. Judge Griesa had ordered the Govern. |

A b

sentative sample'of the' 1,300 informer:
that the F.B.1. had used against thi smal]
Trotskyist group. . party :

MR NN

- = -

suit that charges Federal agencies with
illegally disrupting the party’s activities
formanyyears. - -

In his order yesterday, Judge Griesa
noted that he had ruled last Friday that
Mr. Bell would automatically be in con-
tempt of court unless the files were
released by 5 P.M. today. The judge said
that he had set the deadline to give Mr.
Bell timetomakea ““final decision,””

His order to'hold Mr. Bell in contempt
was being issued at once, Judge Griesa
said, because the Attorney General’s af-
fidavit to the court yesterday had re-
peated the Government's refusal to com.
ply with the judge’s disclosure order.

Judge Griesa rejected Mr. Bell’s con-
tention that the Government’s refusal.to
obey was a legal tactic designed to obtain
“full appellate review” of the disputed
disclosure order. The judge refused to
stay the contempt citation and certified
the disclosure order for appeal as the
Government had requested. -

Suggested ‘Partial Judgment’

As an alternative to contempt, the At-
torney- General-had suggested that the
judge could grant.a:!‘partial judgment”
in favor of the Socialist Workers in the
party’s suit for damages. This sanction
could enable the Government to appeal
all the way to the United $tates Supreme
Court ‘without disclosing*the informer
filesor accepting a contempt citation.

But Judge Griesa said in his five-page
contempt order ‘that-“there is no legiti-
mate ground for seeking. further appel-.
late review.” He added; “The attempt to
do so constitutes a totally unjustified at-
tempt to obstructand defay.” ’

The judge stressed that the circuit’s ap-
peals court had previously ruled that his
order for the Government to release the
informer files had been made within the
‘*lawful discretion” of the district court.
He added that the Supreme Court had re-
fused to review the appellate decision.

Three-Party Conference Call _
Judge Griesa Saidin his contempt rul.
ing, “The:Attorney General is. hereby
“Judged to'be in civil contempt of court
andwill remainin contempt of court until
and: unless he-purges his contempt - by
compliance with the order.” R
*-The contempt ‘order was conveyed to
the Attorney General at 1:15P.M. yester-
day after lawyers for_the Government
and for the ‘Social Workers had pattici-
pated irf @ conference telephone calt with
Judge Griesa; who was.visiting his par-
entsinCalifornia. ~ ~. - - - oL
In the loer:f;dis:ancetelephone confer:
ence;United States: ‘Attorney. Robert B.
Fiske.Jr. urgeé% judge to delay thed
contempt- order.. But the. party’s: chief
lawyer," Leonard: B. Boudin, contended
that the contemptorder should be. putinto
effect immediately. = ;. .. U
'Urged Withholdffig Contempt Ordes ™"
Judge Griesa ‘told both sides that he
would study the affidavit that the Attor-
ney General had submitted earlier in the
day and would make hi$ decision soon, - n

In the six-page affidavit, the Attorney
General urged Judge Griesa’ to withhold-
the threateged contempt order and said ]
that the judge’s 68-page’ decision last
Friday “heightens the need for full appel.
late review of this controversy.” ' .

“If that review,” Mr. Beil con‘tiiiue&j

Ymnoslodla o -

closure order or a direction to employa -
ternative sanctions, erroneous disclosur
and substantial injury to the publicinte: .
est will have been avoided.

‘Unprecedented and Damaging®

*‘Should the court’s order, and its con-
clusion that the Government has no law-
ful alternative to the release of the files,
be upheld after full appellate review,
will of course comply with my lawtul ebli-
gations as directed by those opinions and
orders.”

Mr. Bell said that the decision to com-
pel disclosure was “both unprecedentec
and damaging to the Government’s abil.
ity to obtain information through inform-
ants for law enforeement and foreign
counter-intelligence ses,’’ oo

In criminal and civil cases brought by

.the Government, he said, courts have al.

ways permitted the Government to drop
its case rather than disclose the identity
of an informer. When the Government is
the defendant in a civil case, he said, it
has “‘always been able to accept sanc-

J tions as an alterntive to the release of in.

formants’ identitiu. . i
Relationship With Informers

“No other court,” he continued, “hag
reached the conclusion announced by this
court on June 30 that disclosure of in-
formants’ files and identities is the only
course available to the Government. This
unprecedented conclusion, if accepted by
the Government, or upheld by appellate
courts,.. would effect a fundamental
change in the relationship between Gov-
ernmentand informants.” - o~ -

In'the case of the Socialist. Workers, a
trial of the suit:that the party filed in 1973

'has been delayed indefinitely by the par-

ty’s long struggle to obtain detailed evi-
dence from the Government in the discov-
ery proceedings for the trial. Coe

As a result of the rulings. by Judge
Griesa, who is presiding over the case,
thousands of pages of Government docu-

[ ments were turned over to the party. But
-{the Government steadfastly refused to

obey the judge’s order to give the F.B.I.
files on 18 unidentified informers to the
party’s lawyers, even though the lawyers,
would be prohibited from disclosing the
materialtoanyoneelse. © "

e b
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Three former FBI officials hé.ve been
indicted for authorizing illegal break-ins.
But the Carter administration still

remithreaking an

entering for
Uncle Sar

By DAVID WISE

“Surreptitious entry . . . Use of this technique is clearly illegal; it
amounts to burglary. It is also highly risky and could result in great
embarrassment if exposed.”

—Tom Charles Huston, explaining the
“Huston Plan,” in a July 1970 memo.

ESPITE THE LESSONS OF WATER-
gate, and the recent indictment of
W former FB1 chief L. Patrick Gray m,
gl government burglary for national
security purposes is still the unofficial
policy of the Carter administration.
That fact is shocking—and little
understood by most Americans. As Tom Charles Huston
pointed out to Richard Nixon, when the government breaks
in without a court warrant, it becomes a burglar. At least
Huston, peddling his blueprint for a police state in America,
did not mince words. President Carter, in an executive order
issued last January, prefers to call government break-ins
“unconsented physical searches.” And he permits them.

Das1D IVISE lectures in political science at the University of Califormia,
Santa Barbara, and is an associate of the Center for the Study of Democratic
Institutions. His mest recent book is The,American Police State.
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There is, consequently, a degree of irony in the adminis-
tration’s indictment of Gray and two other former senior FB1
officials for allegedly conducting warrantless break-ins dur-
ing 1972 and 1973 in a fruitless search for members of the
radical Weather Underground. According to the indictment,
Gray, W. Mark Felt, and Edward S. Miller conspired to
violate the constitutional rights of eight relatives and ac-
quaintances of the Weather fugitives, “including the right
secured to them by the Fourth Amendment to the Constitu-
tion of the United States to be secure in their homes, papers,
and effects against unreasonable searches and seizures.”

Attorney General Griffin Bell, in commentng on the in-
dictment, which was returned by a federal grand jury in
Washington April 10, said the Justice Department had found
no evidence that the Nixon White House ordered the bur-
glaries in the New York City area of which Gray and com-
pany stand accused. Bell said he was unable to place respon-
sibility for the break-ins “‘outside the FB1.”

This, of course, is a crucial point, since the prosecutors can
be expected to argue that government break-ins for national
security purposes are constitutional only when approved by
the President or the attorney general. Such an argument is
consistent with President Carter’s official policy, which per-
mits “‘unconsented physical searches” in foreign intelligence
cases if the President gives his general authorization for such
break-ins and the attorney general approves each one.

CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1
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It is an argument that smacks faintly of Richard Nixon’s
dictum that certain actions, otherwise illegal or unconstitu-
tional, are lawful “if undertaken by the sovereign in protec-
tion of the interest of the nation’s security.” Or as Nixon put
it more simply to David Frost, “When the President does it,
that means it is not illegal.”

It all seems a long way from the letter and the spirit of the
Fourth Amendment, which was ratified, after all, to protect
us against government break-ins. The American Revolution
was fought, at least in part, in protest against the notorious

CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

Intelligence Activities.” The section is not very restrictive. It .

permits break-ins, wiretapping, bugging, television surveil-

lance, and physical surveillance without a court warrant, if

the President has authorized the spying technique, and the at-
torney general has approved its use in a specific case. The
target can be anyone who the attorney general has probable
cause to believe is “an agent of a foreign power”” —a phrase
that is nowhere defined.

Although the words “‘agent of a foreign power” bring to
mind images of spies or foreign diplomats, it is clear from the

“writs of assistance,” which permitted
the indiscriminate ransacking of colo-
nists’ homes by British troops searching
for contraband. The Fourth Amend-
ment was f{ramed against the back-
ground of James Otis’s celebrated argu-

Revealing intelligence abuses
has had some positive effects.

ment against the writs in Lechmere’s Case.

The Fourth Amendment is designed to protect us against
‘“‘unreasonable searches and seizures™ and it provides that no
search warrants may be issued except on “‘probable cause.”
In interpreting this language, the Supreme Court has held
that searches conducted without a warrant issued by a judge
or magistrate ‘“‘are per se unreasonable . . .’ At the core of the
Fourth Amendment is the concept that a neutral j udgc—-not
a pohce officer—should decide when the government is _)us-
tified in searching for evidence of a crime.

The Supreme Court in 1972 ruled that the government
may not wiretap domestic groups without a court warrant.
The Court has never ruled, however, on the question of
whether in forcign intelligence cases there is a *‘national
security” exception to the warrant requirement of the Fourth
Amendment. And Carter’s executive order, asserting a
presidential power to break and enter in such cases, slips
through the narrow space left open by the Supreme Court.

LTHOUGH THE FBI HAS COM-
mitted burglaries for decades, at least
since 1948, Carter is the first Presi-
dent to assert that power clearly,
boldly, and publicly, although an
executive order by Gerald Ford per-
mitted the same practice in less
explicit language. Carter’s executive order rests on the ra-
tionale that the President’s constitutional responsibilities to
conduct foreign policy and to protect national security per-
mit him to break and enter without a warrant when neces-
sary. Robert Keuch, a deputy assistant attorney general in
the criminal division and a specialist on national security
law, put it simply: “The Fourth Amendment prohibits un-
reasonable searches and seizures. But we argue that searches
are reasonable when conducted for foreign intelligence pur-
poses and authorized by the President.”

Ironically, Carter’s promulgation of a presidential right to
break and enter is contained in an executive order designed
to reform and restructure the nation’s intelligence agencies.
The order, for example, requires direct presidential approval
for c1a covert operations, bans c1a assassinations, prohibits
the violent overthrow of democratic governments, and con-
tains many other provisions that, taken together, make up
the administration’s response to the disclosures in recent
years of widespread abuses and law-breaking by U. S. intel-
ligence agencies.

Carter issued his executive order, entitled “United States
Intelligence Activities,” last January 24. The provision deal-
ing with break-ins appears in Section 2, “Restrictions on

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 -

language of the order that government break-ins, wiretap-
ping, or bugging can be directed at American citizens, with-
out a court warrant, in foreign intelligence cases. The Senate
Intelligence Committee has been holding hearings on S.
2525, an intelligence reform measure that goes further than
the President’s order in many respects, requiring a judicial
warrant for all government searches, for cxamplc. In April

the Senate passed a wiretap bill that would requnrc awarrant .

for electronic surveillance in all mvesugauons, including
foreign intelligence cases. Although the wiretap bill would
prohibit warrantless entries for purposes of planting a ““bug,”
if it becomes law it would leave the government free, under
Carter’s order, to conduct break-ins for any other pur-
pose—to photograph or search for material, for example.
Whether to prosecute 81 burglars was, of course, a politi-
cal hot potato of enormous dimensions for the Carter admin-
istration. Even if a far larger number of p1 officials and
former officials should have been indicted—as a team of

rebellious Justice Department lawyers has publicly |

charged—the decision of the President and Attorney Gen-
eral Bell to indict Gray and two other former high officials
represents a milestone. Congress may fail to act on intelli-
gence reform, and a jury may or may not convict Gray, Felt,

and Miller, but it is obvious that the disclosures of intelli- |

gence agency abuses have had some positive effect. To meas-
ure the change in atmosphere, one has only to try to picture J.
Edgar Hoover indicted, arraigned, mugged, and finger-
printed for the same crimes now charged against his suc-
cessor, Pat Gray. A Hoover indictment would have been
inconceivable.

On the other hand, Carter and Bell had httle choice but to
deal with the rB1 burglary problem in some fashion. Cer-
tainly the problem would not go away.

The first official acknowledgment of rB1 break-ins came
from Clarence M. Kelley in 19735. Kelley was the Kansas
City police chief whom Richard Nixon named to replace
Gray, the former navy submarine commander whoe had
demonstrated his unbounded loyalty to Nixon by burning
vital Watergate evidence with his Christmas trash. (As his
reward, Gray was allowed to twist slowly in the wind.) At a
press conference, Kelley confirmed that the rm1 had con-
ducted “surreptitious entries” for “national security” pur-
poses for years. Aware that Hoover had prohibited “black
bag” jobs in 1966, Kellcy said that the break-ins had stopped
in 1966 except for “a small amount” conducted i msupersen—
sitive foreign counterintelligence cases.

Later, the first Senate Intclhgence Committee, chmred by

Frank Church (D.-Ida.), sketched in the dimensions of Fa1 |

CONTINUED
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burglarizing. The committee disclosed that the bureau had
committed hundreds of break-ins, and had even developed a
system of filing the records of burglaries under a marvelous
heading, ““Do Not File,” in order to preserve their secrecy. In
New York City, the ¥1 burglarized the offices of the Socialist
Workers Party 92 times in the early 1960s, on the average of
once every three weeks. The agents who conducted such
break-ins were trained in “lock studies” and often received
cash incentives and special commendations from Hoover for
successful burglaries. .

Finally, in April of this year, the investigation by the new
team of prosecutors resulted in the indictments of Gray, Felt,
and Miller, all of whom have pleaded not guilty. At the same
time, Bell dropped the case against Kearney, removed
LaPrade as head of the New York office, and announced FB:
disciplinary proceedings against 68 agents.

Months before they were indicted, both Felt and Miller
had admitted authorizing break-ins. Felt told the New York
Times that he had approved two burglaries in 1972, one in the
Weather Underground case and one against the Arab Infor-
mation Center in Dallas. He said he be-

Records of the burglaries were
filed under ‘_‘Do Not File”

lieved Gray had given his general ap-
proval for break-ins. Miller told the
Washington Post that Gray, in August of
1972, had reinstituted the policy of
allowing break-ins. Thereafter, Miller

Although Kelley had assured the public that break-ins
were a thing of the past, he had not reckoned with John F.
Malone, director of the rar's New York office, known to his
colleagues as “Cement Head.” Malone, an orderly man, had
kept a list of FB1 break-ins in his office safe. The list appar-
ently included break-ins in the early 1970s, even some that
took place after Kelley became a1 director in 1973. Kelley
then confessed publicly, in August of 1976, that he had been
deliberately “‘deceived” by a1 officials who had concealed
information about the break-ins. Malone’s list surfaced dur-
ing a Justice Department investigation of the a1 burglaries.
The investigation was launched early in 1976 afier a civil suit
brought against the bureau by the Socialist Workers Party
disclosed evidence that the FB1 was still breaking and enter-
ing in the 1970s.

In April 1977, a federal grand jury in New York indicted
former agent John J. Kearney, who had supervised Squad
47, the FB1 unit searching for Weather Underground mem-
bers, who were charged with bombings or other terrorist
acts, and who were hiding from the rBr. Kearney was
charged not with burglary but with illegally opening mail
and unlawfully tapping telephones in the search for the

Augitives.

Some 300 re1 agents staged a silent demonstration for
Keamey outside the courthouse in New York when he was
arraigned, a rather ominous display by a police agency. In
the months that followed, considerable public sympathy
developed for Keamney. At the very least, critics contended,
the Kearney indictment should have been accompanied by
prosecution of any bigger fish who had ordered the break-ins.

BATTLE PARALLELING THE
public debate was being fought in-
side the Justice Department. The
struggle burst into public view in
December, when a team of five
Justice Department attorneys, led

: by William L. Gardner of the civil
rights division, resigned from the break-in investigation in an
open dispute with Griffin Bell. The lawyers had wanted to
indict more than half a dozen high ra1 officials, including J.
Wallace LaPrade, Malone’s successor as head of the New
York field office. Bell had adamantly refused, claiming that
he wanted to bring Kearney to trial first and then move up
the ladder to higher officials. Bell appointed a new team of 10
lawyers headed by superstar Barnet Skolnik, the assistant
U.S. attorney in Baltimore who had led the investigation of
Spiro T. Agnew. .

said, he and Felt had approved a dozen
break-ins in the New York area. Miller contended that Gray
told a group of visiting FBr agents of his decision to permiit
break-ins and announced it as well-to a group of agents as-
signed to the Weather Underground investigation who were
meeting at the rB1 academy in Quantico, Virginia. The in-

dictment charges that Gray spoke to a group of Fai officials. '
in September 1972 and approved the agenda for “a Weather- |
man in-service training course” at Quantico in October, at -

which agents “were given a lecture on how to conduct sur-
reptitious entries.” The news apparently came as a shock to
Senator Ernest F. Hollings (D.-S.C.), the chairman of the
FBI appropriations subcommittee. “They were running a
school on burglary, heavens above,” he exclaimed.

Through his attorneys, Gray has said he never approved
any illegal acts by the FB1. But Miller, in documents filed in

3

court by his attorneys late in May, charged that not only

Gray, but his successors, Acting 81 Director William D.
Ruckelshaus and Clarence Kelley, knew that the 81 was
conducting break-ins. Miller said he told both a1 directors in
1973 about the *“program of surreptitious entries . . . under
Mr. Gray.” According to the documents, Miller testified to a
federal grand jury in 1973 that he had informed Ruckelshaus
and Kelley about the break-ins. Ruckelshaus said he recalled
no such conversation with Miller “and I would have.”’ Kelley
told me in a telephone interview that he had not seen Miller’s
documents, but could reaffirm his 1976 statement that “I
didn’t know about them and had been deceived. I can say
that in 1976 I didn’t know anything about it, and I don’t
know what he’s talking about now.”

Kelley also said he had no knowledge that rer break-ins
continued as late as November 1974, as the Justice Depart-
ment's William Gardner testified in April. “I don’t know
anything about break-ins in 1974, Kelley said. “I came
aboard in July 1973. I did not authorize any [break-ins]. I did
not approve any, nor were any submitted to me.”

|

To understand the issues in the Gray case, one must look ’

back to the early 1950s, when Hoover was pressing Harry
Truman’s attorney general, J. Howard McGrath, for per-

mission to break and enter to plant microphones, which the |

i
T
'

FBI was already doing. (Connoisseurs of government bur-
glaries understand that there are two basic kinds—break-ins

to plant bugs, and break-ins to steal, examine, or photograph
documents or other materials.) McGrath craftily told
Hoover that bugs were fine, but he would not approve any
that involved a “‘trespass.”

Hoover kept pushing, and in 1934 he succeeded in getting
the permission he wanted from Eisenhower’s attomey gen-

Q
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eral, Herbert Brownell. In 1963, however, Lyndon Johnson’s
attorney general, Nicholas Katzenbach, changed the ground
rules and required that each break-in to plant a bug be
approved by him.

Then on July 19, 1966, Assistant 81 Director William C.
Sullivan, who headed the Domestic Intelligence Division,
wrote a now-famous memo describing FBi burglaries. “We do
not obtain authorization for ‘black bag’ jobs from outside the
Bureau,” Sullivan said. “Such a technique involves trespass
and is clearly illegal; therefore, it would be impossible to
obtain any legal sanction for it. Despite

Although Bell maintains that Gray, Felt, and Miller ob-
tained no authorization for break-ins outside the rs1, the -
l\eeney letter had not yet been written in 1972 and 1973 the
period in which the Weather Underground burglancs al-
legedly took place. Nor is it at all clear that Katzenbach’s
1965 order would carry forward to another administration,
or that Patrick Gray would be bound by Hoover’s 1966 and
1967 orders to end “‘black bag” jobs. _

The Justice Department will presumably be unable to -
show, therefore, that Gray violated any specific directives in

this, ‘black bag’ jobs have been used be-
cause they represent an invaluable tech-
nique in combating subversive activi-
ties of a clandestine nature aimed
directly at undermining and destroying

Congress should require a
warrant for all searches.

our nation.”

On the bottom of Sullivan’s memo, Hoover scrawled, *“No
more such techniques must be used. h.” In a2 memo dated
January 6, 1967, Hoover noted with irritation that requests
were still being made for *“‘the use of ‘black bag’ techniques.”
Hoover said he had already ruled out “surreptitious
entrances’ and would not approve them in the future. Vari-
ous factors probably influenced Hoover’s decision, not the
least of which was his growing annoyance with performing
high-risk embassy break-ins to gather intelligence for hxs
rivals, the cia and the Nsa. :

Since the whole sub_]ect of government break-ins was a
closely held secret, the issue did not comé before a federal
court until the prosecution of John Ehrlichman for the bur-
glary of Daniel Ellsberg’s psychiatrist. In that case, Federal
District Judge Gerhard A. Gesell, in a ringing defense of the
Fourth Amendment, rejected the argument that the
President, because of his foreign policy responsibilities, has
the power to burglarize. An appeals court upheld
Ehrlichman’s conviction, and the Supreme Court declined to
hear the case. .

But a funny thing happened on the way to the court of
appeals. The Vatergate special prosecutor, Henry S. Ruth,
Jr., had submitted a brief arguing that the government had
no power to conduct “warrantless physical entries into the
home or office of a citizen . . . Such searches have never been
tolerated under the Fourth Amendment.” In an extraordi-
nary step, Attorney General Edward H. Levi intervened in
the case. A 1975 letter, signed by John C. Keeney, a Justice
Department official, argued that break-ins were legal under
the Fourth Amendment, where espionage or foreign intelli-
gence was involved, if done with the *‘personal authorization
of the President or the Attorney General.” Keeney added: ““It

is and has long been the Department’s view that warrantless

searches involving physical entries into private premises are
Jjustified under the proper circumstances when related to
foreign espionage or intelligence.”

Thus, in a little-publicized letter, signed by an acting
assistant attorney general, the government asserted much
the same right to burglarize that Carter proclaimed in his
executive order last January. -

Carter’s order permits warrantless break-ins against “a
United States person,” which means either a citizen or a
resident alien, in foreign intelligence cases. But the order
does not discuss “non-U. S. persons.” Is the Fsi free, then, to
burglarize foreign embassies or foreigners suspected to be
agents, without broad presidential approval and specific
approval by the attorney general? The Justice Dcpartmcnt
says no: “The Keeney letter was and is still our position.’

}
effect in 1972 and 1973, when the burglaries he is accused of ;
occurred. But that line of proof is not really necessary to the :
government’s case if it can successfully argue that break-ins '
are constitutional only with approval of the President or the
attorney general. And it is clear that the Justice Department
has gone to great lengths to satisfy itself that Gray, Felt, and
Miller had not obtained approval from outside the rBi.
Nixon, Haldeman, Ehrlichman, and several other former
officials were all interviewed on that point by Skolnik’s team
of attorneys.

The 1972 decision of the Supreme Court in the Keatk case
will also be pivotal to the Gray prosecution. This was the case
in which the Court ruled that the government could not
wiretap a domestic group without a judicial warrant. The
Court left open the question of whether wiretap warrants
were required in foreign intelligence cases. The Keztk decision !
was handed down on June 19, 1972—six months before the |
first of the nine break-ins alleged in the Gray indictment. ;

Thus, the FB1 was well aware, after Keith, that warrantless ’
wiretaps in domestic cases were illegal. And break-ins, as |
well as taps, are covered by the Fourth Amendment. A l
central theory of Griffin Bell’s case, therefore, is that the |
Weather people were not foreign agents, so that there could |
be no basis for a break-in. v

N SUM, THERE ARE SIGNIFICANT DIFFER-
ences in the break-ins charged to Gray and those |
permitted under Carter’s executive order. Thc
government maintains that Gray acted without |
- higher authority and against a domestic group;
the Carter order requires presidential general
approval, and the attorney general’s specific
approval, and limits break-ins to agents of a foreign power.
But these nuances are likely to be lost to a majority of
Americans who may wonder why the Carter administration
is prosecuting a former rB1 director for break-ins while per-
mitting the present rai1 director to conduct them.

Since both the President and the Justice Department cling
to the notion that the government can burglarize to protect
us all from foreign agents, the only solution in sight is for
Congress to pass legislation requiring a warrant for all gov-
ermnment searches. That might, after all, be what the Found-
ing Fathers had in mind.

“The Fourth Amendment,” Judge Gesell noted in the
Ellsberg break-in case, “protects the privacy of citizens
against unreasonable and unrestrained intrusion by gov-
ernment officials and their agents. It is not theoretical. It lies ;
at the heart of our free socjety.” Q
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Wmmng respect for federal secrecy

Determining what should and should not be:
government secrets is a tricky business at best
in a country where open government and de-
mocracy are highly prized as principles that go
hand in hand. In announcing new; more liberal
procedures. for classifying government . infor-
mation, President. Carter hit the heart of the -
problem with his assertions that ‘“‘the public is ,
entitled to know as much as possible about the:
government’s activities” and. that ‘‘classifica-
tion shouid be used only to protect legmmate~
national-security secrets and never. to cover up
mistakes or improper activities.’™: , .-

The President’s sweeping- revisions. of. the
classification system. place. important new re-.

strictions on which gevernment agencies and.. !orall classification.”” « -

officials within them. have authority to- classify...

secret.”” And the executive order requires-that .,

THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE MONITOR
6 July 1978

no document be classmed uniess public release
would cause “identifiable’” damage to national

security. The new order, replacing one issued -

. by President - Nixon in 1972,. stipulates that
documents be classified section by  section-
rather than in their entirety, as is the current
practice. It also-creates an independent over--
snght agency to rule on any disputes. :

" Too-often in the past has the classified label
been used to. hide political misconduct, as in
Watergate; or-just plain ineptness. In addition

to- violating the-public’s fundamental ‘right to. .

". know,’imisuse of the classifications, as Mr."

" Carter- noted,  weakens. ‘‘protection for .truly -

sensitive- information by undecrmmng respect

- The: new restrictions are welcome insurance .
documents as *‘confidential,” !‘secret,”.or.“top.~ _against. a needless proliferation of government -

‘behind closed doors. The Carter administration

* commitment to opening up imore of the govern- .
_ment_to public scrutiny. The more the public - “3

faces further difficult questions “about placmg
limits on secrecy in cases such as that of -
Frank Snepp. the former CIA agent tried for
violating a CIA agreement not to publish a |
book without giving the espionage agency prior
review. Although the Snepp book contained no
classified information, the CIA contends his !

- breach of contract could undermine the CIA By |

leaving the impression that it cannot keep se- :
crets. i

Attorney General Beu has indicated the gov-
ernment might.consider mak;mg such CIA con-
tracts ‘“‘more reasonable.” "Limiting their 1
scope or shortening the period of time of such |
contracts would seem in line with Mr, Carter’s

knows about govemment the better its govern-
mentisapttobe. - %ol NN L
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ST. LOUIS POST-DISPATCH
26 June 1978

editorials

’Permcwus Doctrme

Although u.s. Dlstnct Judge Oren Lewis of
" Virginia has not yet issued a formal decision in:
- the federal government’s suit against Frank
= Snepp, a: former Central- Intelligence Agency
ana]yst -who wrote a book critical of the CIA,
‘the judge’s oral comments at the conclusion of
the triak’ suggsted that his ruling could have.
~serious.consequences for.free speech and press.
The judge indicated that he intends to recognize
& yJustice-:Department ; claim for damages»
' against Mr- Snepp for vmlanng his CIA secrecy"
agreement ‘and.to grant an injunction forbid--
* ding him to engage in any further wnnng that
mxght\nolate the secrecy pledge: o
There is a superficial appeal in the govern-
ment’s contention that, if former agents cannot |
be prevented from ignoring their secrecy con- »
tracts; the CIA could not protect vital security
" information: But the concept of protecting CIA
information by collecting damages for breach
of contract and by imposing censorship through
- injunction is:a pernicious doctrine that could
eliminate effective criticism of the agency. Asa
matter of fact, even the CIA concedes that Mr.
Snepp revealed no information harmtful to na-
tional security--aithough he did expose CIA
blundering in the last days of the Vietham War.
The trouble with the breach of contract suit
is that it is a blunderbuss censorship weapon
being used because the government recognizes °
that laws providing for criminal prosecution for
the release-of secret information~Such as the 1
* espionage. act and the ongmal ‘Atomic Energy
. Act=are narrowly drawn, and for good reason. .
Most of -the, mﬂhonsof documents being’ keptm
_bz_;humm_have been classified:?
b bg executive fiat and not by statutory authonty.,‘,
““Democratic: processes;: which depend om free-
" dom torcriticize any govermment agency, will be«
in grave jeopardy if the courts uphold the notion~’
‘that the government may keep secrets by put-
ting judicial’ gags on'émployees or former em-
;- ployees-even though Congress has deliberately:
"avoided imposing pena.ltxes for reveahng classx- {_
"._'ﬁedmfurmation- .;?,. i o ‘.3-,'_ ) ',
: PR -«"' ,~N 3 arerea . oA
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The Strange Behavior
of Judge Oren R. Lewis

THE most astonishing judicial be-
havior in recent history has been
perpetrated by Judge Oren R. Lewis
in the case of CIA vs. Frank Snepp.

Mr. Snepp,..a. former CIA .agent,

wrote “Decent Interval,” the tale of
- Saigon’s fall'and the desertion of our
: allies.. The point. of the story is as

:much..right-wing as-left-wing. And

2reened s -

- =By Gary Wills " -

- AL i
© et el

‘even William Buckiey, an ‘ex-agent

- himself, said publication of the book

was probably a public service, -
dJudge Lewis first denied the mo-

tion for 2 jury trial, saying there wers_

10 points-of fact in question, only of
law. Then, after assigning himself the
task of speaking only to the law; he
badgered the -defendant and wan-
dered through a muddy rangs of fac-
tual  issues . ‘and " ' non-factual
hypotheses. - ~ - -
.. He said, for instance, “I would
kave no difficulty speculating that
the U.S. government and the people
suffered a loss in giving away this in.
formation.™ =~ - ¢ o w0

--- It is hard to exaggerate the ab-
Ssurdity of that statement. In the first

placs, t.hejudgimnotpronoundng a

on a matter of law. He was not even
pronouncing an a matter of fact. He
was pronouncing on a “speculation”
—~—something outside
Jjury as well as a judge.

. In the second placs, iot ‘evei the

of this book’s publication. The argu-

the purview of a

" under oath that he would
«* " released classified inf;

- this out of arder:
‘some point of law?

.. demoralize the agency.” Point of law? ‘
- Certainly not. Point of fact? Even-
that. only. argusbly. The judge was -

e

_ . The judge had reason to fear a ju-
. ty—not because matters of fact were

ment is salely that there was s breach .

_ " sign that they
- ship m perpetuity).

- classified. Again, not even the agency
_...,daimthereisanychniﬁodinforma-
. ton in Mr. Snepp’s book. And Mr.

“ %+ As the judgs becams a rabid advo-

04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1
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of con‘tm..:t (1, the agreement agants /
will submit to censor.

. Third, the judge kept talking
about“thisinformation”asifitm

Snepp, far from being a radical, said
not have.

which Judge Lewis snarled, “But yon |
would decide what was classified?” -

cate, he made even the plaintiff ap-
pear more judicial than he was. In
fact, I cannot remember another
judge since the worst racial trials of
the South who would say what Judge
Lewis did when Mr. Snepp’s lawyers -
tried to introduce evidence. He mut-
tered that it “won’t make any differ-
ence.” . - .
Well, evidencs of fact should make
no difference where thers is no ques-
tion of fact. But the judge went on to _
talk in terms of fact over and over
again. When Mr. Snepp’s defense
tried to cross-examine CIA Director
Stansfield Turner, the judge ruled
Why? Because of |
No. Because,. the judge said,

“ things [have] come out to

ruling again on a hypothesis.

outside this trial’s province; because
he clearly knows so little about mat-
ters of fact. The truest thing he said °
was that, before this judicial paragon, -
evidenqg_c:loes not matter:. - .
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P oV5mze : ¢ TG ""."‘

l.'l,

-k }f" N

Sn ""pp Nﬁc@mﬁof CIA'-’

4- Todo. ...

v'\

__,_._..__,.._— -

It “is novsecret that.governmenb. - fthe book, he saxd because the- CIA.
lawyers for- the-Centrat. :Intelligence ~ should lum from its. xm:taka. 5

Agency-chose the more conservative; . “*"Lewns', however’ said from the. -

ggshg-“ S;'i: (ig:rt mu;: lxbe:-ialm c;,:r; - bench during the two-day hearing last
in Washmgton to files smt: agm, ., week that Snepp had written the book,“
Pr;nk W, » - for*mmoriey. Maybe.-Bat: it was an

D d'statement for a,mdge who shoulct -

has got a nghr. to- dlvulge classified
- “information.”, He *constantly inter-
is one more mh“'hx,@# gress, mpted the defense-with hostile comﬁ
- shonldagain study’the issue: ".ments.’And he even sistained objecs. '%
mandatory: Jmﬂﬂﬁmﬂﬁl - “tions {0 defense statements :before =
‘Snepp. a'former. CLAzagent; wmte' »

! g&vernment lawyers_could make an
a-book: called “Decent Interval.’i St or TR I3

tells.why . Snepp believes “thet'CIA =" ~“The case is Under- adwseme;fﬂg ‘d
~bosehed the handling of the evacua- ~ [.iier how Lewis. finally, rules, the.
tign oI Saigon in thelast days of the'  pearing itself was botched and the-

- Vietndm War..: G5 20 ruling should: be ‘appealed. There
‘Unhke' other ‘anti-CIA ,matenal 3> Were-some- serious questions. raised
appeanng recently,: there:y ‘were no By the’suit that: were overshadowed
secrets in: the book that could harm . by-Lewis’ dotage: and courtroom

e,

the CIA” or it$ 'agents:inithe field. anm:s. SR e e
gzgfkmdang::mlhe“a;‘:nuge:* " Some of thequest.mm invoive free
< th t's at- ;
credtbility’ But if the CIA’s credibil-* "mtempts ;:r?:md ‘pﬂﬂéﬁzms :s-
JW‘MmMMW"l’ di‘f Dot da. . ment. How far.can -an"agency ‘sueh:.;
mduutto ibelw ,.—.‘... #as’ the' CIA protect itself from public:

< _’-_gcruhny" Is'a ‘secrecy oath violated: 3
‘- ;- when,_no selréts:-are revealed?- And-.
+<;>5:howe far: can‘a government employe. -
er to brmg abou& mternal »Bo:imr blowing the w!ust.le on agencr'
was ignored. He’wrote -« wruygdomg aemeEy
s R TR e ‘*Mnmjg&,“ " g

A
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~ The Sne

T e L i

eBySerp)

» The CIA
.Snepp, agent turned agency critic, raised

epp Case

wsuit agamst Frank and censorshxp Knowmg that other ex-

»an issue of profound importance. But to -

»listen to U.S. District Judge Oren R.
:Lewis, who heard the case, you would
sthink it involved nothing but the most
-elementary breach of contract. We can

-only hope that the.Court of Appeals and:

"the Supreme Court treat Snepp’s case
«with the seriousness it deserves. .

. Snepp’s recently-pubhshed boo-(, De-
{cent Interval, is a highly critical ac-
‘count of the CIA’s conduct in Vietnam
yamd particularly of the evacuation of

: Salgon at the end. It is'a damning in-

“dictment, but as the government readily

concedes, ‘the' book reveals na classmed"‘

:mformatlon
¢ It is particularly slgmflcant that
*Snepp,. a Charlotte native, insists he left
-,,the CIA and wrote the book only after
..repeatedly encountering a stone wall in
"his efforts to get an internal CIA review
~of what happened in Saigon. His point,
_which we have no reason to‘doubt, was
-that unless the agency’s operations were
thoroughly reviewed and reformed, it
“tould not be counted on to do .any better
. in the future. :

Since Vietnam, the CIA haé gotten a

new director; Stansfield Turner, and has -
‘review strikes us as just such a contract. *

undergone a period of internal disrup-
tion, prompted by external criticism,
. One might think the informed views of a
" loyal officer like Snepp . might finally
. have gotten a heanng..But that wasnot
the case.

.. tract and weighed the competing real-

.nding First. Amendment interest in

¥

Instead, the CIA; as it has done before, -

invoked a contract of perpetual secrecy.
that is subscribed to by all émployees.
Among other. things;.the contract res;.

_public -accountability. It would have

agents’ works had been heavily censored
beyond the call of legitirnate secrecy
Snepp did not submit his book. ‘
So the CIA ‘sued him, claiming all
proceeds of the book and as a deterrent
punitive damages.
The court should, in our view, have
looked beneath the surface of the con-

life values at stake. It would have found
the competing interests of national
security — not a direct issue here — and

fotind, on.the side of the latter, the over-

pﬁbhcation without prior restraint.

tHavmg tackled ‘the real issues of the
Snepp case, it -seems 'to us, the court
might well ~have. concluded that the
punishment of a “whistle-blower” and
the encouragement of a buraucracy in-
tent on covering up and ignoring its own|
mistakes is not in the public interest.

i Contracts, for all their usefulness in
ordermg human society, are not sacred.
It is an ancient rule of law that contracts!
in violation of public policy will not
enforced. In this instance, the CIA’
routme extraction of a pledge of prior

1t should not be honored, because todo s
Would reward those who have abused thq
pubhc trust: . .., G

Instead, Judge Lewis, makmg httle ef-
fort to mask his contempt for Snepp, has
“indicated he 'will- confiscate the ex-
"“agent’s “‘ill-gotten gains.” If that judg-
‘ment. is allowed.to stand, it will be a
sxgnal;to all bureaucrats that they may

quires that anythmg writtenzabout:the a:give free. rein .to .incompetency and
agency be submitted for priar, approval 4 manipulate the truth to suit their fancy
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4 Snepp and the. CIA

Presndent Carter has. repeatedly eX- ‘they are nervous about contmumg, and
pressed his support for the actions of foreign intelligence agencies who have
s “whistle-blowers’ — those government -questioned whether they can do business
~employees who go public with informa- .with us. If [Snepp] is able to get.away
xtion - about- governmental wrongdoing. »}thh this, it will prove‘to other people
'tarter s commitment “is 'a welcome.%that we have no control.”” According to
’reversal of the attitude prevalent among -Turner, Snepp is nota whxstle-blower but
’jus recent predecessors, who tended-to ‘an agency-wrecker...:

.:pursue whistle-blowers with a g’ That view simply cannotbesustamed
gyengeance The reversal, however, is not * leven if the breach of contract charge
ujotal Ask Frank Snepp.. ' écan “The CIA's problems with sources

"‘ Snepp joined the Central Intelhgence and foreign intelligence agencies relate
“Agency in 1968. At that time;:he.signed nmarlly to the. congressional. and
“the CIA’s standard secrecy agreement, ! edia investigations of the past several
*which granted the® agency. the pre- years and the instances of past wrongdo-
E‘pubhcatxon power to review and censor §ing that were - revealed ~as' a, result.
-hnyth,ng he Imght one. ‘day,wnte After -Snepp -3 bOOk though hlgh’y cntlcal Of
Hleaving the agency a couple of.years ago, g;he CIA,, cannot be said to have com-

s s e e 0 e

*Sne te a book.entitled - *‘Decent romised anything but_the agency’s
?m",“’,ﬁv"f’ The boo:\detaxled...Snepp 'g ‘sreputation: Proof.of that lies in one sim-
tview that American officials -had ypie fact: Snepp revealed no classified in-
%‘botched” the evacuation- of Saigon in. % formation-in his book, nordxd the govern-
¥1975. Despite Snepp’s written pledge, the 2! ment claim that he dids{ 47 =™
*CIA was not allowed to réview or censor! * i "But even xf}(he consequences*of De-
ghe book before publication. As a result,\ cent’ Interval’” have been far less du'ei
gand probably with-presidential per® than: Turner claimed; what-about the
“mission, the CIA and the Justice Depart. CIA's power to control” the writings of]
¥nent sued Snepp for breach of contract; ex-agents?:That power is important, but
The trial was held: last:week::ini ,asserting it in the Snepp case raises a

tion beyond contractual rights:
“Washington, and it did not go well for the 3°c> it
-'whlstle-gblowers of the world. To begin What would the CIA have cut out of *‘De-|

_ cent Interval’ had it been given the pre-|
{gt»:r‘ns lf‘ag dngﬁtsﬁzg_;‘:gg:afgf publication opportunity? UnclassmedS

material available to any researcher?
.gﬂfggfl,nft,izeﬁﬁ‘ :}:'g‘:g‘g; di::;zng Criticisms and opinions ygnth whlch the
_ed Snepp’s ‘motives, and at.one point 38SNCY did not agree? -. -

:  Perhaps nothing would have been cut. |
.‘Y:l:: ?:‘daga:n;h ::g:fr:'r‘:sci 5.,%2?8“@ Perhaps Turner and the-CIA are-solely;

: . concerned “with ‘making all ex-agents
“prisingly, Lewis ruled against Snepp.. 4. i observe the; formalgltnes so gthat;
What is surprising, beyond the )udgeg slegitimate cuts are not denied the agen-

: apparent impropriety, is that the govern-" ¢y. But'one is left with'an uneasy feeling
-ment made so much of ‘the Snepp case, about -the Snepp case. At best, the
:Joading it with a significance well beyond prosecution of Snepp undercuts the
its actual importance. Consider, the posi- _president’s..commitment _to  whistle:}

-tion expressed by CIA Director: Stans-i blowers; at worst, it raises the poss&blh-
 field Turner ip his testimony at the trial:} i} ty suggested’ by Snepp himself: If’ he
“*‘We must assure.our.sources that’ they loses the case on' appeal, Snepp said the
will not be exposed; possnbly to death.; other day, “I think we’ll have a system

-Over the past six-tp. nine months‘ wei where-, tormer«employees -cannot

.have had.a number-of- sources whg say;: criticize the CIA.? *F 4w ~: B & 4
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ARTICLE ﬁDEAtLLD
ON PAGE K’ .
e r—t—ay

Unsealing the ‘secrets™

- What’s in a government secret? Often very lit-
tle. The eminent British historian A.J.P: Taylor,
who is usually at war'with his country’s restric-
tive treatment of public documents, used to say

the Foreign' Qffice bas no secrets. He called it
TaylorsLawwarsy . g0, 000 U0

We shall see; what

. betimes by:President Carter’s. new executive

order relaxing and liberalizing the: security -
classification system. The new regulations may "

e R I At
, if any,.are sprung ..

WASHINGTON STAR

on poténtialb dam-
not vague and hypo-
. F e

* national security to be based
age-that is “identifiable,”
thetical; - S

...-® Make possible the separate treatment of

... various parts of a lengthy document, so that all

s+of:it needn’t be classified according to the most

:sensitive sections;. -

e

'® And, finally; make it easier to gain access

bring on d deluge of junk .tbat"me!'elfcbnﬁi:lns:""””'idg requested document by establishing a *bal-

. the applicability of Taylor’s
aswell-Gixshl . oo B3 o T e
~ One: episode: that reinforces:that.
was the famous I

. papers’ publishing the  so-called  Pentagon*

- Papers. The government was-challenged in

. court to.say specifically. what secrets in that
- study might: compromise national. security and
- found: itself embarrassed: for reply. Yet their
. publication caused a great hue and cry:. i - -
"7 'There are other kinds of controversies, for in--
stance the current court case involving Mr.

- Frank Snepp’s book on the CIA and the fall of .
Saigon, that raise lmportag‘tﬁbm bardly crucial .

issues of secrecy..’.

RN

So far as we can see, tbe»C‘arter adm‘xmstra-

tion’s plan for dismantling or’at least diminish-
ing Washington’s absurdly active classification:
industry is intelligently conceived. ¢ -

It would, to mention a few salient points:.

® Reduce the number of officials who are au-.
thorized to classify documents; ot 2. v a-us
- ® Strip-classification authority: entirely from
.11 departments, agencies and commissions who

.. really shouldn’t have it to begin with, their busi-'

pL o+

Law to U.S, affairs
SE W B s adbde
~ t : X - lic’s interest in knowing what it
proceeding against'major news- -

e
xd

. 'direction. The
swgovernment puts on
-+ sumed, except in rare

.»-ancing” test in:‘which the merits of ‘continuing
. classification must be weighed against the pub-
_‘fffpf;ourseit'sonlyattbefringasandmargins
' that:‘classification 'rules matter at al]. Most
classified documents are as void of interest as
_they are inaccessible. Most controversies over
-- leaks and such are colorful but empty games

-'people play. And if the new. rules indeed in-
+ ‘crease the volume of declassification from 350 to

* about 600 million pages during the next 10 years
:;7--as a White House spokesman suggested they

. '@ Shorten the classification period for many
documents; ... - T .':

- Could — there will be far more chaff in the wind, -

:to.confuse_as well as instruct.
- -Closures that startle or change perspectives.
-“Which, we guess, is what Professor Taylor's law
“ . suggests to begin with. N B
<, But the new regulations move in the right
public’s right to know what its
paper ought to be pra-
Cases where security and

-~ -diplomatic sensitivity are actually. involved. -
' "Often there is a contrary
., ernment has a right to

presumption: that gov-
keep secrets just for. the
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R -saxd

he did it because: the-’ﬁtory needed to be told.
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Snepp snagged

' The U.S. government has won its first round
in what is likely to be a long court fight against
former CIA agent Frank Snepp, whose book
“Decent . Interval” is: highly -critical of his
former agency’s role m the last days of the
Vietnam war. g ““ e

At issue is whether an agent has the rlght to
tell his version of the t;uth to the public without
prlor screemng by the GIA The larger question
is whether our spies. wxll be allowed to tell the
truth in any context when the truth goes agamst"‘-

The govermﬁ'ent argues that Snepp wolated a

‘pledge he signed upon joining the CIA to clear -}

all future publications with his bosses, whether

.those publications touched on national security-.

or not. (There is no classxfled matenal in the‘j‘

- There’s no questxon that Snepp sxgned the

‘pledge. He acknowledges that: Nor is there a_
‘question of whether he got the book published

and distributed without his former bosses hav- 2
ing a look atit. "% e A

The question is why- he dxd so. U. S Dlstrlct.
Judge Oren R. Lewis, who found Snepp guilty as-
charged by the govemment sald it was clear to;

- him that Snepp; ,s motxves were low. “He did it

willfully, deliberdtely and surreptitiously. He
d1d it for the money, bnt he d1dn t want anybody

Snepp hae insisted’and continues to msxst that

n the, experxences of

‘‘‘‘‘‘

from bemg told "

" The government s concern ls larger: than _the

Snepp case::The government .wants: to make

- Snepp an example s0- that: ‘other CIA agents'a
"~ won't feel iree to give theu' versions of the truthv
pad the pubhc thhoutgpnor samtuatmn by the

agency LS s 3&; R “’?

It appears the government w:ll only be
satisfied when all agents. and- former -agents
faithfully parrot the established view of policy

have wrxtten books‘“

23 JUNE 1978

That, at least, is the lesson to be learned from

. “Hitler’s Spies; German Military Intelligence

in World War IL” by David Kahn. Kahn’s
thesis, amply supported, is that Hitler failed so

" miserably to accomplish his goals because he
‘refused to'listen to his spies. Those whose
reports dlsagreed -with Hitler’s policy were
~weeded out. The survivors molded their reports

to’ conform to policy. Thus Hitler badly un-

“derestimated Russia,  seriously - mistook

American attitudes and failed to reckon with
the English will to survive. Had Hitler listened

~ to his spies, he might not have started the war

at all. He probably would not have looked

" beyond Central Europe. Horrible as it may be to
" contemplate, if 'the Nazis had been willing to-

listen- to intelligence, the Thxrd Reich mxght

‘ stlll be alive.

 The United States, in contrast has survived 1

partly as a result of free expression and full
‘debate of policy. Our worst mistakes have :

resulted from too httle debate not too much —_
thness Vletnam -

We must listen to all of our spxes not Just theﬂ
ones who agree with pohcy We cannot afford toy
allow o only the sanitized versions of truth turned
out by CIA leaders to be our sole source of
knowledge. "t -

Snepp violated his oath. That may ‘warrant’
Some penalty. But it should not be a penalty de-
s1gned to keep-all other versnons of the truth

from appeanng q "

. ‘ \and the world. When that happens, we may be in
,'a great, deal: of trouble.eicxymbn ot .t 54
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o Webstér Says ,’
Cuba lees Ald |

DIV

QUANTICO, Va‘ (AP) -FBI Director
William -H.. Webster said yesterday-
there is evidence that’ Cuba:is sup-
porting.;terrorist igroups: in. foreign
countries, including the United States.

But Webster conceded that proof of
foreign support"for}terronst >groups
in the..United ‘States*is 'slim even
though ™ domestlc térrorism* has’in-
creased. - . . 0% MOSS 32060 -

“Many. of the: px:opaganda,.mnuals
of the groups supporting™tHe inde-
pendence of Puerto Rico are thought
to have been printed in Cuba,” Web-
ster told a' conference on terrorism at’
the FBI' training academy here.
“There are also strong indications of
Cuban support for. Palutiman terrorist
groups.” ~ g

Webster told a news conference ‘the
information on Cuban activities has
been passed along by the CIA and
most is classified. He declined to say-
if Cuba’s involvement amounted to
anything more than-being a base for
prmtmg leaﬂets for outside terrorist
groups.” ' **

Webster said there was little intelh-
gence suggesting that American ter-|
rorist groups v were hnked thh foreign
orgamzations.a s

‘“] would " discount forelgn support
for terrorism at this time in this coun-
try,” he said. “We do know this cross-
fertilization ‘has “existed. There have/
been_ efforts~by~ our own domestic]
(terrorist) ‘ groups “to 'make : contact]
(abroad). We' don’t think they've been
too successful™’”: -

'The FBI is hosﬁng 250 representa-
tives of Taw enforcement-agencies, in-
cluding-officials from agencies in mne
forelgmeountrieﬁ e v"
- Webster was " ac
news*mnferencéiby Commnch ICI
Wegener;y, dg of-West . /Germany’s
comnundo-style \TBorder? Guard
Group. Wegener said that’ r&ent re-
strietions.onxAmericamintelligence ac-
stivitiesrhad not-interfered ‘with- inter-
nationak ‘cooperation - among law* en~‘
forcement agencies. : 1

A~ chief. problem . confronting law
enforcement- is. preventing terrorism |
without sacrificing individual rlghts,
‘Webster said.:

He cited figures showing ‘that” more
:than three-fourths of all terrorists-es-
cape punishment for  their-actions:
while- they: are ' “almost “certain: .. to|
achieve their™aim of’ gaining ‘wide+
_spread publicity.; " v*i: w&ﬁ& Eomad
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U.S. intelligence agencies have inform-
( tion that Cuba is supporting foreign terrorist
. groups and Puerto Rican nationalists, FBI
} Director Willlam Webster said. He told a
news conference at the FBI academy in
Quantmo. Va., there are also ‘‘strong indica-
tions’” of Cuban: support for Palesnmdn ter-
rorist groups. ... e
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Hints Cul

Quantico, AVa.-;FBI

ubanTies toTerror

Director William Webster hinted yesterday. .

that U.S. intelligence agencies believe Cuba is helping to support some .
foreign terrorist groups, as.well as Puerto Rican nationalist groups .

operating inthe US. -~ - -~

“Many of the propaganda manuals of
the groups supporting the independence -
of Puerto Rico are thought to- have

. been printed in Cuba,” Webster told a-

press conference at the: FBI Academy-
bere at:-the ‘start of an- international«
symposium on terrorism, <o LG

He conceded that the FBI had great:
trouble tracking down: U.S, ‘terrorists:

- because their tightly knit underground:|
- is “the most difficult we have to investi-

gate” * &.iAE Totafiae L
The FALN, “%Puerto Rican’national-
ist group, and # West- Coast “organiza-*
tion, the New World Liberation Front,
are viewed as the two most dangerous
terrorist groups operating-in the U.S.
Webster noted that the. United
States “has not yet been made a pri-
mary target of terrorist attack,” but he
said there were 111 bombings in the-
U.S. last year compared with only 24-
four years earlier. e
At the same.time, he cautioned that.
“there is no need to rush to panic.-It--

alarm.’

.Ten top experts on_terrorism: from-
.Europe, Israel and Japan are meeting
. here with FBI officials in an attempt to ¢
- develop a-worldwide plan against--t"ef—’-i

- rorism. Webster noted there Is’a “dis-"

:turbing amount of international:cross--

:ferttlizationramong terrorist ups.”. £
# WY T '~g i .w\_mmi

el 2

would be easy for geﬂ_to -sound t_hen
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‘Patrons’ of the Dealers in Death

Secret Central lntelllgence Agency
papers have identified foreign govern-
ments that deliberately . foster the
spread of terrorism. - .

The documents report that terror-
ism increasingly is mnnlng amok, tak-

* ing scores of lives and creating anar-

chy. The worid seems unable to: cope
with the mushrooming malignancy.

Even worse, governments which sit
in the United Nations and profess be-
liet in civilized concepts have become

nxalumkununjungkzlznnammuu-
ies and children are found butchered
by guerrilla nationalists. In. Rome, the

- Red Brigade plays cat-and-mouse with

- the fate of kidnaped Prime Minister
Aldo Moro, then dumps his bullet-ridd-
led body downtown. In North Yemen, .
President Ahmed Hussein Ghashmi is
blown up by a bomb, the second chief
‘of State assassinated in- that desert
country in eight months.

pant in Germany. Death squads ;
operate in Latin America. An esti- .
mated 1,800 people have died in the -
violence that has beset Northern Ire-
landtheeeputmneyears.Evenlnthe
gs underground groups have .
brought death and destruction.
The perpetrators of these crlma are

motivated by zealotry for a political
cause. Even more sinister is.that at -
Jeast a dozen governments around the-

‘world have been comparlng wlth the
assassins,

&

Cnaste, N

show the number of terrorist incidents
rising from near zero in 1965 to nearly
250 in 1977. A S

This and other intelligence docu-
-ments pinpoint a2 number. of foreign
‘governments which are considered

trons” on' the dealers in death. :
ere is the secret CIA listing:

; » Libya, South Yemen and Iraq sup-
port the  Palestinian ' terrorists with
arms, money and supplies. Libya is-
. also accused of supporting insurrectlo-
nhtslnChad ok aPL

-® Red China supplies secret arms to
terrorms who operate: in ‘numerous
- troublespots. South African terrorists,
for enmple, have close ties to the Chi-
m R ¥ n."‘ R
‘. North Korea shlpe arms to various
‘terrorist - opera;ions e‘l?r‘lll conducts- a
tnmlngcenter or gu as.

¢. Tanzania, Zambia,; Mozambique
nnd Botswana serve as. arsenals and
bases for black nationalist operations
trying to take over Rhodeeu and Na-

) The CIA lncludes the L:beratnon
Otflce of the Organization for African
- Unity (OAU) as a terrorist patron. This
means that money contributed: to the
OAU by Liberia, Nigeria and other
pro-Western governments i§ being
mnneled to left-wing revolutionaries.

@ Algeria is linked. to- subversive
alldgroum which obtain arms, support

training.
OCubaslnroadslntoArrlamwell-f

" known in &ugol;"::ld Ethiopia, More
- surreptitio Camos agents
.are, working with c covert African ter- .

'l‘he w ocmuent: mphhny\‘i_rorhtgroup.

K iye&ﬁ ?Vi‘\'&qm x‘v

. by Chile, Guatemala. El Salvador and

. patched a personal message to us pfot-

_“did not personally react to the report

:would have reacted if my- country:
-were unfairly treated or criticized, but .

. Argentlna and Paraguay tacitly tol-
erate right-wing terrorism in Latin
America. In previous columns we have
reported the same tactics encouraged

Uruguay : ‘,, :

. lntelllgence sourcee say Mexico
and Costa Rica may be dealing secretly
with terrorlst 0 tﬁt.s. But the demls
are sketchy. .. i

- There i3 Quiet sentiment lnslde
Washington policy . councils, mean-
while, to declare that any terrorlst at-
tack fomented by another nation u e&)ou

the United Statesmllbeconslder
actotwar ,.tl,,' AU L
RV TS T S PN 5

Mesuge From- Anhn: rkuh-
ane Minister Bulent Ecevit has dis-

esting a couple of lines in a recent
column. e

We had reported tlmt Ame:lcan Am-
bassador  Ronald Spiers, in a cdble-
gram to Washington, had character-
ized an Ecevit speech. as “mindiess na-
tionalism.” Upon reading our story; we
reported, Ecevit.“raised an almighty
howl,” whereupon Spiers was ordered -
to fly to Brussels “to soothe the ruffled-
Ecevit, who was 11 Belgium at the
thne_ LR PO N —~

In his message to us, Ecevit, sald he

attributed to 'Ambassador Spiers. I’

I préfer to be tolerant when personally |

criticized.” This should please and sur-

prise the State  Department. ,,,_
L LLB""!\--&JM b LI !“ {'5\?"‘
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U.N. Probes Charge That Soviet Aide Is KGB
o R, T T e L U LTI Al YT SE e  TITANR SRR AT L sl i o
.,, - g‘.ﬂ: by ‘—=---’-"“J'
GENEVA—U.N. Secretary General other time during his U.N, service. |
Kurt Waldheim said yesterday that U.N. statutes forbid its staff from tak-.
the appointment of a Soviet citizen to ing instructions from outside bodies
2 senior position in UN.'s European or governments or releasing informa
operations. would be delayed Pending tion to them which has not been made
investigation of allegations that he is publie. :
2 member of the Soviet KGB intelli- The London Daily Telegraph, one of|
gence service. B the newspapers.that made allegations|
The accused man, Geli Dneprovski, against Dneprovski, said: “If Drneprov-
¥as scheduled to. become director of ski takes up: his' new job, the KGB
UN. personnel in "Europe laterthis will be able to ensure that nobody is|
month. : Tie s R appointed to a senior job in thej
The Swiss government also. said it United Nations without their . ap-
V23 _“closely “studying” a 'Soviet re- proval™- . ‘
quest' for ‘ diplomatic- credentials- for
Dneprovsky. TR ctnsi o B BRI
[ Recent press reports said that Dne-

provski had been identified as a colo-
nel in the KGB by Soviet diplomat
- Vladimir Rezun, who -defected to Brit-
ain last month. U.S.-Ambassador Wil-
liam van den Heuvel on Tuesday. filed.
an objection against the appointment |
of Dneprovsky, who now is stationed
at UN. headquarters in- New York: -
“I am looking into the matter;” Waid--
heim told a press conference. The
U.N. staff in New York was consulting
Dneprovsky, he said. T
“He himself has to express himself
in regard” to- these  allegations”" the,
Secretary generalk said.. ‘:rhatj-. l:l only-

fair."

Ploye of’ the United Nations- for- 12/
years; to-the Geneva posts .. 7. A

“I found out about: this -only after
arriving in: Geneva at the weekend. I
did not approve: anything,” he said.. .,

Key U.N. jobs are: awarded-on-a
quota. basis, - with::member- countries:
receiving a certain number of such
positions. :Governments - ‘provide-* aj
short list of candidates and the. United
Nations has to accept one of them. o
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NEW YORK TIMES
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‘Waldheim HoldsUpTransferof Soviet U.N. Aide

said he would aiso examine. with *'great

Specialio The New York Times -

GENEVA, July 5 — The reassignment
of a Seviet United Nations official from
the organization’s headquarters in New
York to head of personnel at its European
office here has been suspended pending
an investigation into allegations that he is
a senior officer in the K.G.B.,. the Soviet
intelligence agency..- ==Y -

not
be given the new post as *“until
the situation is clarified.’” Mr: Dneprov-

month., ' -l P.‘-i":}"“-'ﬁ‘»r.; T

attention” reports that Vladimir K. Loba-
chev, head of the-United Nations Confer-
ence and General'Services Division here,
is also a K.G.B. agent. Mr. Lobachev is

.the United Nations.; ¢: +

- Mr; Waldheim-said that he had asked
the British Government for information
about press reports that a member of the
Soviet diplomatic staff in Geneva, Vladi-

-} mir« Rezun,”'who_'defected to London

eariier this month, had identified Mr.

| Dneprovsky and Mr. Lobachev as work-.
ing forthe K.G.B. .

= Until: now;"the- allegations against the
two Russians consist exclusively of the

 press: reports, Mr.; Waldhaim said. Wil-

now in Moscow to recruit interpreters for|.

sarysteps.” l‘*ﬁ;_ R

liam J. Vanden Heuvel, the United States
representative here, had drawn attention
to the allegations against Mr. Dneprov-
sky without providing any “‘concrete indi-
cations,” he commented. )

Mr. Waldheim, who is'in Geneva for a
session of the United Nations Economic
and Social Council, noted that Mr. Dne.
provsky had been with the United Nations
for more than 12 years without any accu-
sations of wrongdoing having been made
against him. But the Secretary General
said that if there was proof of any viola-
tion of the rule that a. member of the
Secretariat owes undivided loyaity to the
United Nations; ‘we will take the neces-
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working under United Nations cover to destroy
our country. The United States pays

H

IN NEW YORK:

THE UNITED NATIONS
SOVIET SPY BASE

he Soviet Union's intemational se-

cret police—the KGB—is operating

at an unprecedented pace and
scale in the United States today. A- six-
month-ong investigation by this magazine
reveals that the KGB—the largest, best-
trained, and best-paid intelligence service
in the world, consisting of approximately
500,000 employees—is now basing all
American operations out of the United Na-
tions complex in New York.

More than 200 Russian KGB agents work
under U.N. "cover” as employees at all
levels of the U.N. Secretariat, which han-
dies all administration and programs for the
world body. These agents act in obvious
contravention of their U.N. oath not “to ac-
cept instructions . . . from any government
or other authority.”

Furthermore, American citizens, who
pay some $118 million each year to the
United Nations, are literally financing 25
percent of the KGB agents’ salaries.

Penthouse*also learned:

s There is no efficient security check
conducted to make certain that U.N. em-
ployees are not affiliated with foreign intel-
ligence services or that they do not have
other questionable backgrounds.

» Because the most knowledgeable and
expert CIA counterintelligence officers
were forced out of the agency in 1975, the
KGB and other foreign intelligence agen-
Cies now have a free rein within the United
States.

¢ A large percentage of the KGB force
operating from the United Nations are
known officers in Department V—the KGB
elite specializing in murder, terrorism, and
sabotage.

During its investigation Penthouse inter-
viewed former top CIA and FBl oountenmai-

A LAY A AAVUU LA ALLANIERES A AVE

August 1978

Some 200 Russian agents are

25 percent of their salaries.

. BY JOE TRENTO AND DAVE ROMAN

ligence officials and several Soviet agents
and reviewed U.N. personnel files. it
learned that KGB agents are currently con-
centrating their major efforts on the follow-
ing vital areas:

* The CIA computer system at Langley,

e The Nevada Nuclear Test Site, where
highly accurate MIRV warheads are tested;

« The -recruitment of fired CIA officials,
embittered over their treatment by CIA di-

. rector Stansfield Turner,

e The Trident Nuclear Submarine Pro-
gram.

*The KGB is made up of top profession-
als, who are dedicated and well rewarded
for their efforts,” James Jesus Angleton,
the former head of CIA counterintelligence,
told Penthouss. Angleton confirms the U.N.
activities by the KGB and says, "Diplomatic
access and immunity make the United Na-
tions a spy nest.” He told Penthouse that
the “key" figure in all of the Soviet Union’s

‘U.N. activities is Vassili V. Vakhrushev.

At fifty-five the urbane Vakhrushev is at
the height of his profession as both a U.N.
and a KGB administrator.

Since 1975 he has been acting director
of the United Nations Information Center in
Moscow. But one set of duties that is not in
his U.N. pledge is the one that he conducts
for the KGB. According to FBI officials,
Vakhrushev is running the KGB operation in
the United States.

Angleton has a high regard for Va-
khrushev's abilities as an agent and a
KGB officer: “He is a top man. He gets the
best of everything because he has proven
himseif to the KGB, and their systemn of
rewards and promotions is much less bu-
reaucratic than our own.”

Vakhrushev's post has traditionally been
held by a KGB official. But in 1975, when

Vakhrushev was approved as the new "act-
ing director,” the appointment was made
with the understanding that he would
supervise the KGB's U.S. operation from
the safety of Moscow When he needs to
come to the United States, his diplomatic
immunity allows him to do so as often as
necessary.

His hiring at the United Nations was or-
chestrated with the smoothness that one
would expect from an international organi-
zation. Two high U.N. officials, WH. Tarzi of
Afghanistan and A.S. Efimov of the Soviet
Union, arranged for the contract. Soviet aid
to Afghanistan was one lever the KGB
pushed to get their man approved.

In addition, the Soviets are aliowed to call
Vakhrushev “acting director” no matter how
long he holds his post. This provision allows
the KGB to move him to another post with-
out any U.N. investigation.

As one U.N. spokesman put it, "It is a'
political thing. We have fifty of these U.N.!
information offices, and the Soviets enjoy
this title business by themseives.”

One of Vakhrushev's predecessors in the|
U.N. job had been Mikhail Mikhailovich
Antipov—a Department V officer who had
saturated the United Nations with KGB op-
erations during the 1960s.

Vakhrushev's secret employment file, !
which was examined by Penthouse, re-»
veals that not even a cursory mvesnganon'
into his background was made. He first.
caught the eye of Soviet inteliigence offi- |
cials during his wartime career in the Red
Army. In postwar Russia he was lifted out of |
obscurity and sent to the Intemnational Reta- :
tions School at Moscow University. The |
KGB sponsored his education. His on-the-
job training was begun in the Foreign Minis- |
try in Moscowun1948 Htsknowledgeof.

comnWED
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other cuitures shone, -and Vakhrushev was
assigned to the KGB's disinformation
branch at the Foreign Language Publish-
ing House in Moscow

Listed onhis 1975 U.N. application is one
VN. Paviov. This reference would be more
suitable if one were looking for a job as a
political hit man. Pavlov is today an admin-
istrative officer in Department V. He was
tossed out of Canada during Expo 67
for his operation of a terrorist unit there.
Vakhrushev had worked under him in
Canada.. '

Another famous reference on Va-
khrushev's application is Yakov A. Malik,
former Soviet representative. ta the. ULN_
Malik had been deputy director of all clan-
destine services abroad for the KGB dur-
ing the transition period after Stalin died.

Also listed as a character and job refer-
ence is one of the few KGB agents with full
ambassadorial rank—S.A. Vinogradoy,
who oversaw KGB operations from his dip-
lomatic post in Egypt during Nasser's ro-
mance with the Soviets.

(According to CIA sources, these op-
erations included the murder of U.N.
Secretary-General Dag Hammarskjdid in
the Congo in 1961. These sources indicate
that the Russians murdered Hammarskjold
because of his opposition to their scheme
to instaill a “troika"—a three-man tribu-
nal—to run the United Nations. A secret
report prepared by the CIA for President
Kennedyin 1962 stated: “There s evidence
collected by our technical field operatives
that the explosive device aboard the air-
craft was of standard KGB incendiary de-
sign.” The CIA sources say that Kennedy
kept this information secret because its
publication would have destroyed any
chance for agreement on a nuclear test-
ban treaty with the Russians in 1963. The
United Nations rejected the “troika” pro-
posal after an emotional appeal by Ken-
nedy in 1961; he asked the nations of the
world to honor Hammarskioid's memory by
turning down the Russian scheme.)

The rest of Vakhrushev's background is,
according to Angleton, typical of a KGB
official. The KGB put him through ad-

vanced training in history and in communi-
cations. He became fluent in English,
French, and Spanish for his assignments.

But it was his ability to get along with
Westemers that brought him to the atten-
tion of the KGB's top brass on Dzerzhinsky
Square in Moscow in 1959 Vakhrushev was
assigned to be the interpreter for Averell
Harriman on the latter's trip to Russia in
connection with the blossoming cultural-
exchange program with the United States.
In a book that Govemor Harriman wrote, he
thanked Vakhrushev for his company on
the trip. According to one former Angleton
staff member, who asked not to have his
name used, “This caused Vakhrushev's
stock to soar. He made a real breakthrough

with winning Harriman's confidence. From

then on he had a role in selecting false
Soviet defectors to feed disinformation to
the CIA. Vakhrushev was considered to be
an expert on the American mentality”

Before his hunting-accident death last
fall, former FB} Security Director Wiiliam
Sullivan told Penthouse that “Vakhrushev is
a refinement of the Soviet intelligence pro-
cess. Installing him was a stroke of genius,
since he could use the U.N. sanctity to
send U.S. military and political secrets
through the U.N. diplomatic pouch.”

Among the papers that Penthouse ob-
tained conceming Vakhrushev is a special
order naming him “diplomatic pouch cer-
tifying officer.” According to CIA counterin-
telligence officials, this position allows
Vakhrushev to send secret transmissions
safely back and forth.

Vakhrushev's. position. with. the. United.
Nations involves running the U.N. informa-
tion center in Moscow, one of fifty such cen-
ters around the world. His duties include
promoting U.N. activities within the
Soviet bloc, recruiting Soviet-bloc citizens
for U.N. jobs, and handling all secret U.N.
correspondence within the Soviet bloc.
This job allows him access to U.N. confer-

®

More than 200
Russian KGB agents
work under U.N. cover as
employees at all
levels of the U.N.
Secretariat.

b

ences and permits him to travel freely on a
U.N. passport to the United States.
Vakhrushev's real duties—those with the
KGB—involve not only running U.S. opera-
tions for the KGB but also overseeing the
entire Westem Hemisphere, with special
emphasis on Canada, Mexico, and the
Caribbean. Day-to-day KGB communi-
cations from the United States are sent
through the Soviet embassy in Washington,
D.C. When major decisions have to be
made, reports are sent to Vakhrushev via
the diplomatic pouch. (According to Pent-
house sources, Arkady Shevchenko, the
Soviet U.N. official who defected 1o the
U.S. in April, was not part of Vakhrushev's
KGB operation in the United Nations.)
The ClA's central computer system is
perhaps the KGB's most important Ameri-
cantarget. The implications of the system’s
being breached are enormous. Angleton is
certain that a breach has occurred. In 1972
a CIA counterinteliigence memo warned
the CIA itseif that “the lack of an in-house
repair capability and the problem of
breaching the computer system through
electronics signal devices from the outside
present a dire security question. As of now
the system cannot be protected, and no

technology exists to guarantee the integrity
of the system, and none will exist in the
foreseeable future.”

Speaking to Penthouse recently, Angle-
ton said that his worst fears had been
proved right. “Everything in the CIA ar-
chives is now in the CIA computer, and over
the last five years the computer has been
breached from the outside. The threat to
the national security from that computeris a
tremendous one.” Angleton’s stall discov-
ered that an employee for a large computer
company that serviced the CIA computer
had been recruited by the KGB. He ex-
plained how the Russians worked: “We en-
gaged. in. game. theoryWe. played. with.
programming the computer—as we got in-
formation, we fed it into the computer and
we learned how the CIA operated.”

Another area Vakhrushev concentrated

on was the U.S. weapons program, specif- |

ically the MIRV program and neutron bomb
project being tested at the Nevada nuclear
test site.

Penthouse leamed that the KGB had
agents posing as newsmen on the site and
in active test tunneis as recently as six
months ago. The Russians also have
agents working for a construction company
at the site. These agents, who were cleared
by the American government, were work-
ing in test preparation.

Perhaps the most frightening aspect of
the KGB's U.N. operation is one of the
United States’ ownmaking. The CIA, under
the orders of Adm. Stansfield Turney, its di-
rector, has ordered almost a thousand vet-
eran CIA clandestine-services personnel
fired. Many of those being fired are just
short of retirement. Many are considered to
be brilliant. Politicaity, the group is slowly
banding together. James Angleton’s Se-
curity and Intelligence Fund, which was
formed last year, has been a rallying point
for many of the fired operatives.

Penthouse spoke to a man who had di-
rected much of the cooperative effort with
multinationals in Latin America. He told a
bizarre story of KGB recruitment.

“They came to me through a CIA guy
who was axed last summey, after eighteen
years with the agency He was a photo in-
terpreter. He told me that all | had to do was
to describe the energy-monitoring pro-
gram of the agency and | would find myseif
with $30,000 in my bank account.

*} asked whowanted to know, and he told
me it was information for a U.N. official. |
asked him why he had soid out; he said he
needed the money They had cut him off
without a nickel of retirement, and he had
an invalid chitd at home. | couldn’t tum him
in.” the former CIA official told Penthouse.

“The danger of some ot these people

being recruited is real. The agency has left
some of them emotionally raw The over-
whelming amount are pros, they will sur-

" vive, and they are patriotic, but the agency

will never be the same,” Angleion said.
Angleton’s own personal experience
gives his words a bitter veracity—he him-

self was a victim of one of Henry Kissin- !

.ger's most devious schemes.
EORTIhuaw
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Angleton had long been a thorn in Kis-
singer's side. Although the counterintelli-
gence expert continually expressed con-
cern that Kissinger refused CIA briefings
on how to avoid trap questions by Soviet
officials, Kissinger continued to meet alone
in Washington with high Russian officials.
In such meetings it is standard CIA prac-
tice to brief the diplomat to make certain
that a palttern of questioning is not develop-
ing that would lead the diplomat to reveal
U.S. secrets. Angletorrsaid he was worried
that Kissinger might be inadvertently giv-
ing the Russians valuable information
about the U.S. nuclear strategy.

After CIA Director Richard Heims was
replaced by William Colby, the bufier be-
tween Kissinger and Angleton was gone.
As Angieton explains it, “Politicians were
running the CIA with Colby and his people.”

Kissinger asked Colby to do anything he
could to force Angleton and his entire staft

to resign. In 1974 Colby provided Kissinger
with information about an illegal mail-
surveillance program that Angleton tech-
nically supervised. In point of fact, the pro-
gram was a counterintelligence tool.

Through Colby, Kissinger released the
story to the press. Then Angleton and his
staff were summoned to Colby's office. Ac-
cording to Angleton, Colby said that be-
cause the story was out, the counterintelli-
gence team would have to resign for the
good of the agency. They all did.

“With that intensely political act, the
counterinteliigence shop we had built for
thirty years was destroyed,” Angleton says.

Angleton is not alone in feeling that, with
the destruction of an effective U.S. coun-
terinteliigence, the Soviets have been
given carte blanche. (in fact, there has
been much speculation recently that the
American intelligence community has
been infiltrated by a Russian agent—or
“mole”—at the highest levels.) One FBI in-
spector told Penthouse that counterintelii-
gence at the FB! has become "a routine of
tailing diplomats and electronic surveil-
lance. But when it is done through the dip-
lomatic service, you need a ClA operation
to control this kind of activity. It just isn’t
working very well anymore. We once had
hundreds of agents assigned to covering
the KGB. But, hell, the mounties in Canada
do a better job now”

What angers Angleton most about the
U.N. operation is the irony of the United
States’ funding 25 percent of the salaries of
all 374 Soviet citizens working in New York.
The United States pays the highest as-
sessment for the U.N.—some $118 million
for 1978. Angleton estimates that between
“40 and 65 percent of the employees that
the Russians have at the United Nations are
KGB operatives.” As a professional, Angle-
ton admires the U.N. operation. “How could
you do any better? You travel in the highest

social and economic circles. It is a perfect
place to recruit, to blackmail, and to gain
access to information.”

It's simple for KGB ofticials to be hired by
the United Nations. The United Nations
takes potential employees at their word.
According to U.N. spokesman William P
Powell, “We have working here a group of
international civil servants who have sworn
to uphold an oath. We take them at their
word. We require no security clearances.”

Powell dismissed reports of previously
expelled U.N. officials as KGB agents as
“just newspaper stories” and confirmed
that Vakhrushev's contract does not expire
until 1979.

One area that does concern Department
of Justice officials is the biatant operation
of Department V teams in the United
States. “We know the Soviets have trained
saboteurs working in teams in California
and the Midwest,” one FBI official said.
“But if we try to do something about it,
people will call us paranoid.”

“The FBI is paralyzed,” Angleton says
angrily.

According to one member of Angleton's
former team, working as a congressional
adviser, “It is not just the United States the
KGB people target on. They go for their
own defectors. They seek out and blackmail
and kill defectors. Recruiting back a defector
is valuable for them, and they can do that
rather easily if the defector has a family in
Russia.”

Some of the methods used by the KGB
are very heavy-handed. Indiscreet con-
gressmen have been blackmailed by the
KGB. “The use of sex is very popular as a
tool by the KGB," says the congressional
aide. Penthouse learned, for example, that
the KGB tried and failed to blackmail
former lllinois Congressman Kenneth J.
Gray. The KGB threatened to reveal Gray's
relationship with Elizabeth Ray, who worked
for him in 1972 and who was later to accuse
Gray and other congressmen of sexual
misbehavior. Gray rejected the KBG threat
and announced his retirement from Con-

gress in 1973.

Another method of gaining information is
through unsuspecting American jour-
nalists. According to Angleton: “They are
always looking for a story,” and “sometimes
aKGB agent, posing as a news source, will

feed a reporter a story. | know it happened, -

because the CIA used to make certain the

KGB had phony stories, too.” Once the report- -

er gains confidence in the source, information
goes back and forth between them. Va-
khrushev's résumé, not so incidentally, re-
veals that he is a member of the Soviet
journalists’ union.

At the bottom of the dozens of pages of
Vakhrushev's U.N. file is the oath he signed
when he accepted his position: “} solemnly
Swear . .. to exercise in all loyaity, discre-
tion, and conscience the functions en-
trusted to me as an intemational civil ser-
vant of the United Nations, to discharge
these functions and regulate my conduct
with the interest of the United Nations only
in view, and not to seek or accept instruc-
tions in regard to the performance of my
duties from any government or other au-
thority extemnal to the ovganization.'oo—a
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A ieTne’ people:involved did not tuuyk,‘

y “understand thes environment- and-the; |

< The : ' #ang- -“effects if would have on the system,” "

" Space Administration, which' “hag 1 said C: Curtis Johnson; - fracking_ and: ;.?
- planned to launch two giant satellites ~data relay:satellite project manager at.

in.1980 to communicate with all of.its. .Goddard :iSpace-: Flight .Center: :

§|
‘other orbiting craft, has belatedly dis. -« “Ot.berwxse, we would have been more E}mb
-

s dodnthe time ¥} _

; covered that because- of interfersnce 3 careful in. ﬂ_lemeuﬁc&ﬂonsof the sys.
- from Russian.radar in Europe‘thorat- . "

e;lxtes will not work.. ...,
;+The spaceragency is:now:
mg the: satellites’ electronie & Systems,

»,the engineering model of which .had-;. lay is unportant Because NASA ‘wants”

! already been built. It now expects-the .
]aunc.hto ‘be delayed: at least:three- .

stem g e e

N %% —\ .

P,
" | The first satellite. was scheduled to =
 Eop be: carried; into otbxt ‘in~July«1980 bym;. *7

ms,-, the spaceshuttle:,ﬂ'he thue-mont.h de--\

:mthc satelliterto, .“process” the end<-

< months, and thcextn cost to amount ™
110 3100 milllore. 335320 - > et
.! .The tracking and-data rehr-a’tel-.-z:?'beexpirmg'abom;_thaf time; = Wooms
lgtabamtorbxﬂngtnnsmtter and .~ i < nitof-
: Teceiver. whose 'two. umbrella-like; an-=:
$tennas- weigh. 50: pounds. aplece’and’..
< ymfuri in;space. to.a diameter of- 18501 em Is that Pentagon and the C ;[
! feet. The.satellites:ars- being built tos -» Intelligence Agency never - alerted
< Yeplace, 60- percent of the antennas r mmmmm Ta:
NASA uses.on earthfat an. estimated *. Gio interference cayse cmw
» savmg of more than: $100 mmmn-aw ars in the high orbit reg

. year. . i2 SBAR Ad ~oes - 23 o-CUpled by the- tracking and datzrelay
- *NASA7. p{ans calk’for an,, eventual.. i L e e g

s tatal of six of the-5060-pound satel- =~ Sources said.this‘I§. ‘Oneireason. the
. Jites, and.it-awarded, a:5786 million. White'House- two-weeks ago set up a
' contract. tor Westerm‘;Umon Ao buildy ., _policy review comifittte of 16;federal ‘
and operate themr. ;% % .’ “'agencies to miake sure space project )
« The electronic interfmnce, ‘which - staffs were fully aware of_ all the is- .

ls not ‘deliberate but.comes. from rou.. ,>sues. that. _might: hzve;,an ‘Impact oo .

- tine activities- of the. large Soviet-ra- “;hem... NSRS -~

) 5\1’

-Q,. -.-

= signals. frgm, othcrrsatelnus in

the satellite to be't comumunicating with.- wjgaﬁm'bm- THe satellite: is™designed
., the shuttle-as shuttle flights increase [ eept 300 o’ “bits¥ of infory
in 1980°And tracking’ station contracts . ~avery. gecond; toe e!u(vahne, 3
 NASA has: with- other countries:will -’ m"l"ﬂw-ﬂ- ‘-“-” 1‘1

,»32@ ta:the _ground,”
- Theway the electronics- were;:rigi-!

. '., aFleast in- parf because the e!ectron—*
= 1c3'would be unable to “recognize” the.n

. dar installations that ring' Eastern Eu- -

- Fope, was not identifled as a problem .
“yntil last’ December, “well' aftsy the’
.contract had bmawarded. .

“Two Senate’ comxmttees are loohnv 3.
into the reasons for the:sudden-cost~ i
im:rea.w i o the» ‘NASA satellite pro-

gram.'rher are the Select Cammittee
‘on- Intelligence- and the Commerce. '
Committee, whonr'subcommittee o’
scienee and - Space is chaired by:Sen.::
‘Yidlai EIStevenson, (D-OLES > 3 - é
-According to-the -way'ﬂic im'.e!'!m:-~
‘¢nce has,been.described. by . N
' Congress; ;the- t Soriet a
Jrom they: Baltic - the;liBIaek Sea
,teansmit: beamsmthat coaverge high ] =
pver the-Atlantic and Padific at pre-]
.. ciSely the:same.locations NASA" wants |
to put. itstncﬁnxland data- rehy sat»

LN P -
' Jhewm spots 22 400 mﬂes abm
- the eartlr in: what are” called geosynch-
ranous orbifs; meaning. the satellites:
‘mgve .around: the .earth at the same
_speed-. theé~earth rotates.. Thiy keeps
th&s satellltzs “hovering”" over, the
sama Spot omeart!un the time:.-;;"

f <tok.Hill”seurces say the.

tcn ’
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:l‘he tracking satéllite is. being buxlt
to .replace yobsolete and . expensive:
ground antennas om Ascension Island |
in/the South Atlantic; Quito, Ecuador.
Santiago, Chile, and. Guam and Ha-
waii in the Pacitic.' The satellite could
also replace other antennas in
* North Carolina and Bermuda... .

. The satellite-will be a dramaﬂc im--

Provement.. It will allow controllery;
‘on the ground to “talk” to other satel- |

lites and the astronauts in the Spaee
sshuttle during more than 90 percent

ach.orbit of the. earth. As

now; satelhtes in low orbit are out'
uch with. the: ground & pu'centﬂ

mus&bo edosisned,, amn:b‘
tethe- interferenica are the.
ated. e!ee}romc' ~ireuits -~ builg-

mbilfl thosc sig\
ore sending .
Johnsqn said._
"I'hat. amounts to 20 percent of tho.
hardme on ‘this satel.ute.” : !

na.llv. designed _they.- -would be.-over :
whelmed-by the- Sov-ze! radarsignals,

~Russmn radar intmxcc :30-sort it.out Of‘ﬁ
:: the other sngnah.the satelhto'm' rs."*
“-ceiving. SR T
-.The space agency -estimates thc re-]
des:g!r to ‘harden: the electronics
.- against the Soviet radar will cost “in .
-the-teny of millions- of’ dollars.” Capi~

"wil l:

LIS SR v,-.‘

be “at least SIOo'mmmu."' R
*.The contract ta baild sh‘."ot the sata

ellites is held by Western " Union,
which sublet the _work to. IRW

Im-_, 1
W

*‘?NASA.:!’ consideri.usnredudng th
: number of. spacecratt it°ordered
sizto four. One of the SiX"was to be

'sparainro;

it, and:anot.hez .was to.
fready” for; laun chin cise

NASA' eoitld’ relocate. the satd].ltesr 1a

but they: would bei useless any place-
. else, What. .NASA, 'wants. the sateilites.

_to dori¥-provide complete -radio cover—- £m

age.with its orhfting space shuttle:and.}
- 30 .othery satellites: that are ‘orbiting j
the_eurtt:at.loweatltitudes_ caiksmia.
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AbuinFroen
- On Relay Satellite. |
Delays Launchingi

- Special to The New York Times
- -WASHINGTON, July 2 — The National
-: Aeronautics and Space Administration isf
-redesigning the electronic system of a
giant tracking and data reiay sateilite,
-originally planned for a 1389 launching,
:.because Russian radar in Eastern Eu.

. effectiveness, ;... . 1. =
------ The design snag, belatedly discovered,
--will cause a delay in orbiting two of the
-Satellites and add. extra expense to the
-Spacecraft, which are being built to re.
- place 60 percent of the antemmas that

HORS. iy, g iiit wnd dariey S S TR
Western Union was awarded 2 $7868 mil-
. ~lion contract to build and operate six of
“the 5,000 pound sateilites and NASA isne-
*'gotiating with tke contractor on the ex-
tent of time the launching will be delayed
as weil as the potential cost increase.
- The. Washington Post today quoted
- White House and Congressional sources
‘- as saying that part.of the reason for the
" belated discovery of the problem was
that the Pentagon and the Centrai Inteili-
- gence Agency had not alerted NASA to
- the size and scope of radio interference
-caused by Saviet radar in the high orbit
regions to be occupied by thesatellites,
: “Told of the Problem - ~ - A
However,  NASA sources said today
that the Pentagon and the C.I.A. had told
NASA officials of the potential problem
but that the officials had not fully under.
stood its seriousness, - R
- The electronic interference by the Sovi-
ets comes from routine; not deliberate,
radar activities in Eastern Europe. The
radar beams converge in space. at the
exactplacesthat NASA Wants to place its
tracking and relay satellites. =" = - -
--_ 'Those places are 22,400 miles above the
~edrth, where satellites orbit the earth in
- Synchronism ‘with- the ‘earth’s.. fotation
and remain over the same spot on earth
at all dmes: Therefore, it. would be use.
less for NASA to relocate its satellites. -
"-.The giant satellite scheduled for
launching in 1980 was to replace obsolete
‘and expensive ground antennas at Quito,
- Equador; Santiago; Chile; Guamy and Ha.
“waii in the Pacific Ocean, and at Ascen.
sion Istand’in the South Atlantic.: The
.. satellite also could replace antennas in
North Carolina, Alaska and Bermuda.
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’ T THE CHRONICLE OF HIGHER EDUCATION
19 June 1978

Turner Says the CIA Recruits Foreign Students
in U.S., Defends Agency’s Use of Professors

By ELLEN K. COUGHLIN
) NEW HAVEN, CONN.

Stansfield Turner, director of the Central Intelligence Agency.
says his agency is recruiting "*a few" of the more than 200,000
foreign students in this country, but that the contacts are
*“without coercion, entirely free, and entirely a matter of choice™
for the students. '

Addressing the annual meeting here of the American Associ- !
ation of University Professors, Mr. Turner said the recruitment’
of foreign students and professors on U. S. campuses was no
more secret than the recruiting done by business organizations or

.

. o TN
CHRONICLE PHOTOGRAPN BY PHILIP W. SEMAS

Morton Halperin, a critic of the Central Intelligence Agency, questions Stansfietd Turner, its director, ai professors’ meeting..
‘ B . : i t

Co
¥y ij“ .
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other government  agencics.  Mr. |
Turner's remarks were, he said, the |
first he has made in public about the
recruitment of forcign students by
the intelligence agency.

He also announced thiat he was
preparing, with a fuculty member at a
leading U. S. university, a code of
cthics intended to govern the rela-
tionship between the c.1.a. and the
academic community. Mr. Turner ve-
fused to reveal the identity of his
collaborztor.

M:. Turner answered .questions
from a critic of the c.1.A., Morton H.
Hulperin, director of the Center for
National Security Studics, who chal-
lenged the use of professors as "co-
vert rccuiters” for the intelligence
agency.

Mr. Halperin cited a 1976 rcport
from the Scnate’s Select Commitice

t
i

on Iatelligence Activities, chaired by

ldaho  Democrat  Frank  Church,
which criticized such “improper™ re-,
lationships between the ¢.1.A. and
American academics. He asked Mr.
Turner if clandestine recruiting of
potential agency employees or con-
tacts by faculty members was still
going on.

*Just Like Everybody Else’

*We recruit just like everybody
else does,” Mr. Turner responded.
Some contacts with students or pro-
fessors are open uwnd some are not,
he said.

The ¢.1.a. openly recruits among
American  students on about 150
campuses. Mr. Turner said, while a
handful of other coileges have barred
agency representatives.,

Potentiul job candidates are some- |
times investigated by the intelligence |
agency without their knowledge, Mr. l

Turner admitted. But the intclligence
director insisted that that method
was no different from recruitment
tuctics uscd by many businesses und
other agencices.

Mr. Turner added that the C.1.A.

wanted to continue to develop infor- |

mal “consulting” relationships with
American scholars. The agency, he
said, sees no need to go abroad and
cl.mdcsuncly collect information that
is rcadily available in this country in
the form of scholuarly research.
“We're anxious for you lo share
wnh us your knowledge and exper-
tise,” he toid the A.a.u.r. members.
Mceanwhile, two allidavits filed by
c.1.A. officials in a freedom-ol-infor-
mation case in a federal court in
Washington have confirmed the fact
that the intelligence agency maintains
u network of academic informants.
According to a report in the Wash-
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ington Post, the affidavits said some

of the contacts with faculty members
were kept secret for security rea-
sons. Most, however, remain confi-

dential at the request of professors

who fear reprisals from their col-
leagues, the report said.

Friendly Refusals

Recounting a brief experience with
the c.1.A., another speaker at the
A.A.U.P. meeting, John W. Ward,
president of Ambherst College, said

he had contacted the agency to in- |

quirc, under the provisions of the

Freedom of Information Act, if there

were existing relationships between |

the inteliigence agency and any mem- |

ber of the Amherst community,

Twice, Mr. Ward said. he received -

friendiy responses from agency di-
reclors, former director George H,
Bush and Mr. Turner, both of whom
politcly refused to answer his ques-
tion.

Mr. Ward said the c.1.a. constitut- f

cd o “threat to the integrity of the
academic community.”

Because of the clandestine and
often improper activities of the intel-
ligence agency, Mr. Ward said. ordi-
nary citizens no longer trust social
institutions such as churches, foun-
dations, unions, and universities,
which are often perccived as an ex-
tension of the state.

Mr. Turner insisted, however, that
the activities of the ¢.t.A. on cam-
puses was no more a threat than the
influence of big busm«.ss or govern-
ment.

“With all the opportunities today
for conflict of interest,” he said, it is
a “naive assumption” to think that
the C.1.A. is the only dunger 1o aca-

emic integrity.
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SANTA ROSA PRESS-DEMOCRAT (CA)

19 June 1978

+

iy 73

A FRIEND WHO x‘kcently
turned from-: aitrip:to sEngl.andf
brought backa. copy- of the Daily+
Telegraph S04 20 TR T DR g

This: respected Enghsh news-
paper had.an_article. by. _Robertg
Moss which depIored the wreck-
ing -of :the ‘United-States. mtelh-g
gence.apparatus by U.S. hberals>
and radicals:, # % Ay i s {
mood.m Qongress has cnppled;
the. eﬁectlveness of. the Central

when- Russia-is: stepping up 1t ,

mtelhgence—gathenng efiort

"THE' CIA IS ALMOST power-'
less to move, to the: extent that!

the head.of the CIA turned down|
a request for help by-Italy in thel
Aldo Moro kidnapping- becausex
he feared’ 1QWOMd vxolate re-

cently-passed laws Unden "the 4

ClA.isnot; permitted to.under-;
take clandestinezactions: abroad*
without first gettmg the- permls--
sion: ofthe-Presxdent after a full
heanng.before.the Nahonal ‘Sex b

-curit Councﬂ No fewer than. ¥ it should be quite obvious we are

four Congressional . ‘committees §

have fo be-notified;, and anyone zg,aopponents: 150
knowmg the )_inability of Con="~"n7 LA

pre- M 46 it quite-clear he
vent news leaks:knows that. any/w o quite” ¢ eaf hie though

foreign Spération soon W°‘évld:be .<stroying “our ‘best’ mtelhgenc "‘

gressmnal commlttees

ashs jer

in: thecgossxp column of
- m

e Bl e It )

'maln ercort P ikl 4L
legislation passed in 1974, the; gh gl

¥<ark 5 )
: 3+ #:CIA-and the FBI. We tlnnk he
CITED_. the mdxct~;f

P pame agtete 1.5“ "‘"

ment of” Patnck Gray, former«
head of the Federal Bureau of
JInvestigation, as another attacks
‘on. the mtelhgence arms of the

Us.:’ OIS P i S i LY

. The British journalist. -could_
have added the- current- ‘casé
where the U.S. Attorney Gener-
"al, Griffin Ben, must deliberate-
ly-disobey a judge’s order if he.'
wants to protect the names of 18
FBI: mformants from bemg,.
made public. 23 WILTE 1n v yr’i

THE FBI WAS ORDERED to
turn: over ‘its :files .by: Judge;
Thomas Griesa in the suit filed+
by the‘Socialist Workers Party.'"
The Supreme Court said the J us-,
tice._Department couldn’t. chal--
lenge the order, so Bell said her
was willing to accept a‘con-
. tempt . citation to- test the order

Bt w J,'!“ Ev:3
Internatlonal esplonage is= ai
messy-game played~ for ver
hxgh stakes. " Whenwe crippl
“our'intélligence-g athermg or
ganizations at home and abroad

playmg into the’hands of our]
S ate il

are well’ on the way to.de:
~rgathering organizations.— the:

1s-nght on target comav
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. LOUISVILLE COURIER-JOURNAL '
14 June 1978

The spy game is ilways rough

-

but tunnel episode goes t00 far

a few unspoken rules are generally ob-
served. One is that the game is to be
played quietly. Nation A. usually doesn’t]
raise a stink about Nation B's attempts at:
bugging or recruitment of ‘agents for fear:
that Nation B: will blow: the: whistle on:

EVEN IN so nasty a business as spyin:j

Nation A’s similar tactics: 73 - . ,

;- But that rule goes out the-window when
the game gets too rough, aslit has at the
U.S.-Embassy in Moscow. The discoveryj
of electronic surveillance equipment in art
embassy chimney, and of an:-undergrounds
tunnel leading from.:the- chimney to- a

nearby apartment house, prompted. a- for-
mal — and’ public — U.S. protest. . 7.
The complaint hit a nerve. The Russians
have retaliated with a bizarre-tale about a
woman CIA -agent formerly - attached to
the Moscow—SHiBassy. The woman, if the
Soviet account:is to be believed, supplied
poison - to. an= accomplice: who used it.
against an unnamed “innocent person.” -
Considering : some of:: the:- revelations
about CIA “dirty tricks™:in recent’ years,’
the Soviet account can't- automatically be
dismissed as bogus. Nor is there reason to
. think that U.S. spies have fallen behind,
in the ‘use of electronic bugging equip-
ment. Much of our information about So-
viet military installations, industries and’
agriculture comes from orbiting: recom-xai-|

sance satellites. But there is still a role for
“spooks,” disguises and radio transmitters
no’ bigger than your thumbnail.

. There. are limits, however, to what a
nation can reasonably be expected to tol-
erate. The Soviets clearly went beyond the
limit- when, for years, they bombarded our
embassy in Moscow with microwave. radi-

.ation. . Whether this. was intended. to. foil

U.S.. surveillance and communication

“equipment or to enhance Soviet bugging

has never been made clear. But the: radi-
ation. evidently: did affect the health of
some. embassy personnel, though they re-
grettably werent told so by the State De-
partment at the' time. The radiation was.
substantially: reduced after the U.S. com-
plained two years.ago. .- s
During the latest flap, the Russxa.ns
have again- gone beyond ‘tolerable- limits;
but in a manner that’s almost laughable.
It seems that; in debugging and blockad-
ing the tunnel to our embassy, U. S. work-
ers gummed up -the heating. system of a
nearby. apartment building. The* Soviets
demand that. we pay for the damage. .
That's a bit much, even for the Rus-
sians. Americans have learned to expect
cries of wounded self-righteousness when-
ever the Soviet Union is -caught with its
hand in the cookie jar. But we needn’t
learn to like it. o -
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TERRE HAUTE TRIBUNE (INDIANA)
15 June 1978

. Red EyeTs Everywhere -

|
t

‘The. crippnnz oL the FBI and
CIA - byxy post-Watergate
TevETetionss and restrictions
seems to have encouraged the:
Russians to step up thexrspymz
activities agsmst this country,
as many of us feared it would..‘

electronic eavesdropping device.-..
in the chimney of the American-
Embassy in Moscow is the latest
in a rash of Soviet espionage
efforts to  bes uncovered. U. S.,
officials. receatly warned of an .

elaborate electronic. installation .-

at the Soviet:consulate in. Sam 3
Francisco, which,: it is feared,
monitors internaﬂonal.telsphon&
traffic - going . “out’” from
microwave- hroadcastinz towers

atop, an_Oaklsnd building: - ; .
been .

Similar concerns have -
voiced . about* microwsve
;momtorm: by §oviet consulates
‘on the East’Coast: -

-r,g-In New ?ork ﬁso Soviet
citizens employed by the United
Nations were arrested recently

. for allegedly receixing classitied

anti- -

;.,-_»~. submarine warfare systems. -
. i And. in Washington,.there are

" The recent.discovery-.ofamws > more Communist spies at work

«than:ithere. are .American :

.. information on U.S.

‘counter-mtelligence - agents

according to. John Barron, an-

. authority on Soviet intelligence-

_.zathenng operations. The:
- number “of Soviet and other:

. number.

. "Aside from the FBI CIA °
5 convulsions, the United States is-

at, an" intelligence-gathering:
dxsadvantage because it is an

diplomats, -

-journalists, students or tourists;
. 40 U.S, ports are open. to Soviet|
‘available to watch them, .

" ships, which bring 28,000
. Russian crewmen sshore esch
year.

.Communist-bloc intelligence-
“agents in the United States is:
-rehably -reported to have:
-increased 50 percent since 1972 -
and is now estunated to be 800 in

open society in contrast with
much more closed-Communist

_nations that keep up with everyl

foreign visitor. Detente ha
increased the opportunity fo
surveillance of this country by
Communist. agents entering as

. businossmen,r

Inasmuch ss the Soviet Union.

- never -ceases:'to- regard th

United States "as ' its greates
antagonist, it is only natural tha
this country should be the chie
target of its- vast espionsgol
system. And it is only natural
that- our instinet for- self

“'preservation should call for

more effective countermeasures
than.those we now perceive.
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THE WASHINGTON STAR (GREEN LINE)
ARTICLE APPEARED 5 July 1978

ON PAGE A%12

Letters to the editor. -~ . L
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It balancing act., -

i g et

Lo
i

RN e PRt TR
s mem of the House Perma- | ;.= T3+ ""':‘:{;m" et 0  ‘Surve TOT‘ gl D W
; ; tion that the t of the . the other hand, when ..
n::: es:rezt (f:q:nmxgcee on lnte!_li- lance is a foreign power orem mf,’t- sons are involved, the j i g:::
Tegislation. which Conskiered T, & JOCEAn power, as defned in'the Tt process wauid insure that she
7308; the Foreign: Intell ‘Sup:y Dill-“The judge can make no sub- | €Xecutive make its case for-a sur.;
e the ;o Dxfm;m lhgfencle Ursl stantive judgments as: to- the| Veillance, under congressionally :
lled to address craC fee -.“P’I;pmpriety or the need for'a particu- | $Nacted standards, to a neutral and |
pelled to address:some.of the mis-| [, surveillance. ™~ . -» .. |detached magistrate before the sur. |
cgir;ce'mlw‘?éoﬁcom‘med ;In:your " porher; the proposed legislation | Veillance may be initiated. C
'zeng:,,"‘:‘m s;"“" of foreign intelli- svouldar:'stablishhtlu:l'l substantive bgfr :g‘:“ ’mwnm‘i:ﬁ» the judicial |
: vone oo oo o | standards as to what the proper tar. ; process will assur '
knAt t!:;' outset, your readers sh'oqld get of a survelliance is, \\?hethcr.t&e dedicated and patriotic mene at:; |
O hat the concept of a judicial | information sought justifies ¢ sne. | Women of our intelligence services ’
warrant-for. foreign <intelligence veillance, and what standards apply that their activities are lawful and
ele'qtromc:{',!urvexllance “in:. the| to-the-retention and dissemination -Proper. - T |
Umtgd. Statgs is not only “thF C'.Oﬂ'. of information obtained — and the . Admittedly. itis a difficult task to
;;e"ugw "view-on Capitol Hill,” it judge would determine whether the - Palance the legitimate intelligence
k ;es een .vigorously supported by proffered facts meet the statutory ‘needs of our nation with the civil
Carter administration and, With| criteria. Such a determinaton. is liberties of our people in the area of -
equal vigor, by the Ford adminis-| tragitionally made by judges: and |{0reign intelligence electronic sur- |
tration, whose idea it originaly was.| wouald not, as you suggest, involve | Veillance. After three years of care- |
The fact that you can find executive | them *in a matter as to which their ful consideration of the difficult and
branch support for your opposing knowledge, experience and per. delicate issues involved, three com-’
atter aqiirom two members of the| spective — and traditional constiu. Tiftees of Congress have strack (s
oer administration is indicative of| tional role.— are incomplete or ir. 'balance in favor of a warrant re-
the strqngvblpal.'nsan support for relevant.”" - : . E . - qurement, In the words of Attorney
the warrant requirement. .., | It should also be noted that the General Bell, * . .. this bill strikes
. In addition, it:is inconceivable; ‘‘criminal standard” applies only to the proper balance. It sacrifices
that either administration. would{ U.S. persons who might be agents of Neither our.security nor<our civil
Hon ey sugaeb e cEil| & forign power amd who may be i [lberties = 2”1 12T 2
if, gest, it se- volved in a criminal violation..In '~ © ‘06 Edward P Rt
Verely limit the intelligence-gather- addition, the ."crimim‘;w s?a:‘;::ﬂlg:. TSR ard P. Bgl.""....‘.i.’.
i‘r’:ﬁ :e?w!}' of the president..-..” | contained in H.R. 7308 adds no sub-. - *. -7 Romano L. Mazzof;

» as late-as last May 10, they grantive requirements beyond those! - .  MorganF. Murphy
attorney general, the director of thei contained in the substitute provision- Permenset Setect Cammities on inteitigince,
FBI, thedirector of Central Intelli-; Mr. McClory supports. ... . hinoter Hase ot
gence, and the director . of the “’Under the latter, a U.S. person Washington, D.C. SE T
flh;sn:nd Secm-ig. Agency stated 104 could bé-surveilled only:if he is act-

S comumittee that H.R. 7308 would| ing for.or. on behalf of a foreign
Pose no ‘threat to the intelligence | power:and:engaging in clandestine
collection capabilities of -our gov-- intelligence acivities — which are
%’:i’t”’a”tém y-presumably;: the 95| tantamount._ to €riminal:activities,
Satted-States, senators:-who'voted'| ‘Furthermore, ‘both the attorney
pgssage?of-fhg'-SenltelmPGmO!fﬂ general and the director of the FBI
bill (8:1566)°dg.met believe that the | have stated their preforence for tos
proposed :measure; poses such a7 linguage of H.R. 7308 over.the so.

threat.” :acisia. A ke el Cotad o :non~criminal - standard
: Youreditorial urged *'the House | ,fa\go?ed by Mr. McClory."s%; '+ 3,
{0 pause from. any l},e-;ﬂi:ﬂs‘vlunxa " Our'recent history abundantly
g e'::ﬂwon.dulfmmholafak t‘““‘m NCe| demonstrates the foily"of:relying
you ha en the time exclusively on the “‘basic character | .

to read the legislation, you
would -have readily observed that:
the.role of judges is clearly defined
-and circumscribed.; . 2 i .,

and integrity’’ of executive: branch
officials to protect the rights of our
citizens and prevent abuses. Nei- |
ther is it wise to rely solely on the

.. A judge is only involved ‘where

U.S. persons are involved, and then
necessary to -
make a probable cause determina-

only to.the ‘extent

congressional oversight commitees,
for these and the Congress can only
act after the abuses have occurred.
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ARTICI:E APPEARED
oy PACE 5
e ————————

THE BALTIMORE SUN
1 July 1978

Ml]i‘t’ary inte

=- Washmgton (Reuter)—The' Peutagon
{entatwely plans to increase the budgets
of its two main intelligence arms by a to-
tai-of nearly $500 tmlhon,. government
soummdyaurday - ETES

The sources-siid the-Defense- Intellf-
gence Agency budget would increase from
$130 million in 1979 to $249 million in:
1930 and the Natiomal Security Agency
budget would go from $1.08 billion in 1979
to $L42billioa in 1980, 1 5 Ti i

~The DIA coordinates military. inteili-. -

gence for the secretary of defense and top -
military officers. The NSA monitors for-.
eign communications from satallites, land
and - sea-based radio- transxmmrs, and
breaks foreign codes.: i yir o e 5e
The present: budget - fxgura for- both
agencies are contained in White House
guidelines to the Defense ent for
the preparation of the 1980 defense budget
that will be sent to Congress in January.

The guidelines project: that the DIA
budget wonld drop to $167 million in 1981 _

.~ h¢-

and me gradually to 3190 mxlhon. $198
million aad $208 million in 1982, 1983 and
1984. mpecnvely
. Under the gmdehnu the NSA budget
.. would: drop.to $1.36 billion in 1981 then
.run at about $1.54 billion a year for 1982,
19833nd 1984, the sources said.

+The- sources said the “bulge’ in the
1980 DIA budget was for-a new, long-
* sought headquarters building for the agen-
Cy,: whose- more than. 4,000 employees
‘work at scattered locauom throughout
-Washington. - RN

- 'l‘herewas-no word.o:rwhat thtNSA

budget increase was for, - -

" The new DIA building will cost around
" $100 million, the sources said. The
bad been in the 1979 budget but was taken
out at the last moment and it was possible
the same. thing may happuw again . thxs
year, the sources said.

They said a large part of the agency
presently was housed in an aging World
~ War, H ‘wooden building, where the sag-

ngence boost eyed

gmg floors no longer would bald sufficient :
numbers of safes for secret documents. :

The new building would afford a sym-
bol of permanence to the DIA, which a |
House of Representatives intelligence !
commnmsadtwoymagoshculdbo ;
abolished. . i

The committee saxd some of the DIA’s ¢
functions should be given to its rival, the :
Central Intelligence Agency. But Presi- |
dent Carter, in his reorganization of the
nation’s intelligence activities earlier this
year, preserved and even strengthened the
DIA’s role.

The House committee also had recom-
mended that the National Security Ageacy
be separated from the Pentagon and be
made a civilian agency.

Estimates on how much the United
States spends annually on intelligence
vary from $4 billion to $10 billion, dlpud-
ing on what is included. :

The higher estimate would include op-‘
erational money for spy sateilites, surveil-’
lance planes and other equipment. i

’
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~— ANAHEIM BULLETIN (CALIF.)

23 June 1978

Taxpayers’ money:
A matter.of trust

A group charged with the responsibility of tak-
ing care. of money entrusted to their co.ntrpl. is
always expected to act in a wise and judicial
manner. Most of these do meet expectations and.
when any fail, people react swiftly to manifest

their concern. This is readily Qiscer_nible‘in all
areas except the political. - R
If one of these private groups should tell the

people who supply the funds: “We have approved

a tremendous, but undisclosed, amount of money ;
for unspecified operations of a unit which in the

questioning.”” what would be the reaction2
" Thisisexactly what Housemembers did as they}
issued the Centrallatelligence Agency (CIA) and
eight other agencies a blank check. They voted:
323 to43 to authorized the funds (without knowing |
-the amounts involved) just on the basis of a com-
mittee recommendations. Also the amounts and
uses were not specified. . < .0 o
Besides the CIA; the legislation authorized

funds for the Pentagon, State Department, De-| -

fense Intelligence Agency, National Security]
Agency, Treasury Department, Energy Depart-:
( ment; the FBI and the Drug Enforement Ad-
ministration. T N
A member. of the recommending committee
said, “Secrecy was necessary because, if the
enemy knows what our programs are, it virtually |
destroys our'intelligence programs.” o
When we take a close 100k at the list of agencies
involved we have cause to wonder just who the
_enemy is? Could it be beleaguered taxpayers who-
“might rise up.in revolt?:::] onin (3wt

One of the few opponents, Rep. John J. Seiberl-
ing, D-Ohio, said, *‘Since the authorization is
blank, I intend to vote blank. I simply intend to
vote present, and I recommend you all do too.”

Rep. James Johnson R-Colo., said the legisla;:
tion and classified documents made available to
members under strict security measures “tell us |
absolutely nothing about what the intelligence
community is doing. I think we are reverting to
‘the old days when the CIA was given a blank.
check. I felt the information in the classified’
‘material was absolutely useless.” EO
" “Members who vote for the bill are granting a
blank check to spend a lot of money by peole who,
in the past, have not warranted that kind of

_trust,’’ Johnson said. -

It is intruguing to note that the Department of |

Energy is listed among the recipients of those
intelligence funds. We have often wondered just
.what this agency-was really doing. It certainly

-has not added anything discernible to our energy
;. We are aware that individuals sometimes take
-on other jobs as a cover while engaged in under-"
.cover operations.- But we hardly expected the
Jhighly touted new energy agency would be cast in

the role of a double agent: Lo s

Congress is supposed to assume the responsibil-
ity for all of us as it allocates our tax money. We
should expect that it do so in a wise and judicial
manner. If members of Congress cannot be en-
trusted with knowledge of where-and how funds.
are to be spent, how can we trust those who will
spend it? ' /
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_— LEWISTON TRIBUNE (IDAHO)

13 June 1978

-Who n?eds it? B

Most of the crities of the CIA claim they don’t -
think the agency shouldte—uvdlished, necessarily, . |
just changed. This is not the view of John Stockwell
a former CIA operative in Angola, who- says, in-
effect, who needs it? Stockwell would simply abolish -
the Centra} Intelligence Agency on the grounds that
it is beyond redemption and turn its legitimate in- !
telligence gathering functions over to somebody else. .

While. this approach may seem radical to some,
the CIA continues unwittingly to make it increasing-
ly palatable. Just the other day, for: example the CIA
acknowledged that it still maintains-a network of
secret- informants on" nniversity“'faculties,.
presumably.to report on the political activities and .
utterances.of-college students:and teachers. ;:«is, o

Do. we need this kind of surveillance? Of course & - Meanwhile, more:of us ought. to \be .asking that_
not We not only don’t need it, we can’tafford it. But 1; k;  question, about: the CIA: Who needs it?..—-»L Havil o

4t JanAseas PR S PO (’»‘sj‘v«uﬁ ok NG, b D . e S 7L it bt or i Y S I .

. ‘”L*_ .

- there evldently is no way to get the CIA out of the
business. of monitoring: the political activities of
American citizens. The agency is told not to do that;
it assures everybody that it is no longer doing that;

and-then, when required by a court order to say for-
- certain whether 1t is doing it or not, it confesses that:
it ls., hes S . i

that and " go.‘on~carrying ‘out its assassinations-
overseas regardless of the wishes of Congress,. the |
; State. Department, the Department of Justice or the.
- American people and regardless wbo is running the;
ageney.at any ngen moment. ‘%Wﬁ )

,,\.
5 v
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U.S. intelligence history.”

Cformer. CIA director,a. former._
Fdeputy_director,_other_CIA, offi-
Tcials and_fources in_the Ser
“Intelligence Commiitee interview-
"ed by _the Sunday News,Journal.
"Some of the information was con-

ey

. gence Committee starts public

> WASHINGTON —~ Convinced

..

MRTICLE APPEARE_APproved For Relea

N PAGE_A—/

CIA is dlggmg :

to snare ‘moles’

Copyright 1878 by The News-Journal Co.

By JOE TRENTO
Staff writer

that Soviet spies have penetrated
the highest levels of the CIA, the
agency's security division has
launched a masive investigation
to identify any double agents and
find out who is responsible for the

netration. . i

One former senior intelligence
officer called the probe *‘the most
extensive security investigation in

The_scope_and purpose_of_the
investigation were described by a

fources in_the Senate

tained in documents shown to re-
porters. ) 3
According to the sources, the
CIA is running the investigat.on
from the office of its security
.chief, Robert Gambino, who is
under~instHiictions to dig out the
facts before the Senate Intelli-

bearings and before any leaks ap-
pear in the press.
“The News-Journal papers dis-
closed last month that the Senate
anel had started a top-secret
gwestigation of its own into the al-
'gf:tions of a “mole’ within the

The intelligence sources said the _
CIA, Like the Senate committee, is
“focusing _on_.two, former_agency -
vf'l—irectmg',s._.l,ii hard M. Helms, an_g
‘William E. Colby, and on James J.
Angleton, retired CIA counterin-
‘telligence chief, in an effort to as-
sign blame for any laxity that al-
lowed the apparent major brea
of security. , .
" Dale P.e.,te;:sonlg CIA_spokes-

a_highly sensitive

Hian, 57id he could oot comment.
' is_of

ST .
» NIRRT

2 JuLy 1978

Saature, We hdpe (o be able to bt |
ome., FommentIn . the, - Nilure,
ecdless to say, we are cooperat. |
g.in every wiy With the Senatd .
sntelligence_Commitiee, ., Peter-,
vsonsaid, v ’
1A former deputy diretfor of the
«agency sid CIA supporters fear |
. the Sensle commitiee’s Investiga¥
*~tion, if not handled properly, could-'
Xestroy the CIA as the nalton’s.
emier intelligence agency.
X The former deputy direclor call-
. {t “*the most extensive securit
! {nvestigation in U.S, intelligence

- “history’ ds1one that could deter~
mine If there is a civllian CIA or if
we become part of the Pentagon.”

Since the Senate commlittee’s
investigation was first reported
June 7, the CIA internal Investiga~

* {ion has gokie [nfo highgear. -~

-m\“\a.nl ——CER U NS ﬂlb.l.V;r"k:/ M

12 Onk former CIA directdc_said:]

~rThey.are_quesiloning all our. o

“alt people, No one is above suspl:

—clon, . The__security... rcoplm, are !
going through the archives back to

~pvery~ Soviet—defector; ~starting.!

# ack (3 the lofmalion of the agens

nation of L

"5 CIA was éstablished in 1947,

.+ Both the lormer. direclor and’
former depuly director asked not
be’[dcnuﬁed. reriateilicens

- _Former, counterintelligenpe
chicl AngleYBH Sild the-tnvestipy.

Tlionwas.triggered by the publical

-,lion,,o[a“l-: ward . Jay .. Epstein's

‘oegend: The Secret World of Lee

Harvey.Oswald.” In the book, Ep-
stein wriles thal Yuri Ivanovich
Nosenko wahs ‘a Soviet doubdle

-agent sent as a defector to feed

- misinformation tothe CIA.

"~ According to Angleton and
others interviewed by Epstein,
Nosenko was sent o the United,
States to convince the CIA that

STAT

+ Lee Harvey Odwald was neter-a -

Soviet agent. Actording to CIA
sources and Epstein’s
Nosenko’s credentials were be-

lieved genuine and he was given a

new identity and accepled as a* for

delector despite the opposition of

Angleton and his counterintelli-
ence staff. Nosenko is currently &
5,000-a-year adviser to the CIA,
Former Sccretary of Defens

. Melvin Laird, now working at

Readers Digest, publishers of the
Epstien book, epened doors for

Epsteln at the department of De-. .

fense, CIA sources sald.

This allwed him 1o track dowd -

and Interview Oswaild's Marine
Corps colleagues. Laird’'s former
intelligence _depuly; "Willlam™ T.

“Baroody, stécred Ey‘-ps,utin toward_.. police activitles.

Newton ‘Péte’” Bagley, who was
deputy of ‘the Soviet debk al the
CIA and who became Epsteln's
primary source on Nosenko, sge'
» cordingtotheClAreport. , .
Baroody, is currently predident

of the American Enterprise Insti- °

tute, a politically conservative,
foundation tht Includes among its
employees former President Ger-
8ld R. Ford.

It was the “level” of these
sources that alarmed CIA sécurity
officials when the book was rejeas-

last March. It prompted one re-

red clandestine services officer,.

to say, ““We had overlooked the
‘mole’ thing because we thought it,
was the typical argument of
Angleton and his

agency could, in the view of the se-
curity poo‘:le. be only explained
o et 1 lephone fite
Angleton, o a telephone fater
_iew: conflrmed thal ke
a8 one source on the Epstein book
“and sald he did not believe Nosene -
ko was a sincere defeclor and was
“lnfactadoubleagent. .
Bagley, 8 long-time fHend of

Angleton, went to then<CiA direc- .

tor Helms and urged Helms not to
accept Nosenko's credentials, sc-
cording to the preliminary CIA,

repprt.

Helms ordered Bagley to with-
draw his objections, but Bagley
refused, according to the reoprt,
and, under an unwritlen order.
from Helms, he was never pro-
moted above his grade jevel la the -
sgeacy. Bagley has since retired.

_report, being complled by
'i_ejgr?e":al" former__CIA _ officlalg

-

book, =

y “OIlicef Under contract o the CIA

ple, but eer- .
tain events and leaks from the .

had acted ~
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* Cleveland_ Cram,_ the, !orme_rJ
Canada station ‘chicl”in Ottawa,”
“was called out of retiremént (o re-_
“lew_defeclor_cases and_Angles
Jon's. specifje_dealing with delces
o AR50

8.

"Cram _Is _considered_an_ old
Angleton adversary because of a”
Tun-in “over_ aCanadian id(ell-

fjgnce,‘ot licial. "Anglclon "dccused”

ames Bennel of beidd ' passible
“KGB operative while working asa

.Bvillan for the Royal Canadian

Mounted Police.

According to Scnate Intelligence
Commiltee sources, this hlnﬁered
Cram’s operations in Ottawa. Ban-
nett is currently involved in the
Canadian government’s investiga-
tlon of Royal Cansdian Mounted

.Cram has been allowed to re-
view CIA 'soft,” or raw, files, and
CIA compuler liles on all major i
defectors cases to identify those |

.~ CIA officials responsible for mak-

ing decisions concerning defec-

.. One Senale .Intelligence Come
fnitlee consultant says the Epstein
book has *'blg Polilical overtones
for the agency,'’ William_D, Cor-
son, a former Marlne Inlelligence

sald, “The Epstein book cost hall
* & miltion dollars to research. It i3
20 aceurate book, but the reason jt
was written and guided through -
wis that Laird, Baroody and those
responsible fdr it were attemptin
to get a body blow at the CIA an
turn Intelligence totaliy over to the
military.” .

CTA_souiresd are_slso_purrled
that Hugh” Monlgomety, Moséate
TMatlon chiél At-the tine Oswald
was in Russia, was flever calléd in |
"o idviseTon the Nosenko ¢ase,
Montgomery Iy currently chief of
“staCion_ {n “Rome™ and "his 'boeh
questioned In Lhe Tnternal investi-
gation, according Lo CIA sources.
\mong, those _inlecviewed . b
Cram, in _f_us effort_to_determine
{ngle(.oﬁts;rgle;lui ‘conneclion with'
- 2 possible mole, {s Clair E; Petly,
Who” was “a "*deep-cover'” Euro~
pean counterinteligence assistant
to Angleton. Petly is now retired -
and living In Annspolis, Md. !
Petly told the Sunday News'
Jouraal, “I Was questioned about .
An(leton and his role in some:
delector cases. | did tell Cram |
about & report we had from a
. source that Henry Kissinger may.|

~brought back from retirement to- .have had a KGB connection and %

—augment the CTA security stalf, 13, that Jim ordered an lovestigation.

being_turn

“Commillce.
g sy e oagy,

Jurn | over in,',‘bil;. and . We never were able to trace it
leces” to the Senale Infelligence__ down one way or the other. It was- |
1§

n't provable,”

l

CONTINULD
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~. Angletort réfused to comment on
the issinger investigation, say-

. Ing, "I won't talk aboul that now,
. As part of the CIA jnvestigation,
the circumstances of An{ eton's
celebrated December 1874 firin

- are being reopened. Colby sai
Angleton was [ired because it was
discovered thal, as part of his
counterintelligence efforts, he was
Lllegally opening mailon a regular |

asis, .

CIA Investigators discovered
that Anglcton was operating under |
signed orders of every director
starting with Alien Dulles during
the Eisenhower years and ending
with Richard Helms.

Widespread reports that Angle.
ton headed domestic s%ying activi-
ty in the Iste ““60s and carly '70s
are contradicted bg 8 top-secret
memo made available (o the Sun-
day News Journal,

It is dated May 19,°1968, and Is
from Jerris Leonard, a deputy
general In the Nixon administra.
tion’s Justice Department, to
Richard Ober of the CIA_ While_

Guse stalf"who coordinated acy

“Uvitié§ betwéen the Nixon admin-

<Istration and Helms. The memo
3ald the CIA should assist In moni-
toring radical students, collecting
damaging informatin about the
students and seeing what commu-
nist connections they might have,

A note at the bottom of the
memo from "DCI" (director of
central intelligence — at that
time, Helms) said there was no
need to inform anyone at the CIA -
of these plans, especially the eoun-
terintclligence statf which Angle-
ton headed. .

Whiie the question of who might
have been the mole has not been
answered, the Senate Inteiligence
Committee is beginning Its inves-
tigatin with the questioning of
Angleton, Helms and Colby. —__

Angleton confitmed that he
would appear before the commit.
tee, and said, “I am willing to de-
fend my record any place, fn

.. closed or open session.”

Perh:ys the most tellh:s part of
thé CIA’s attitude toward Angle
ton In its Investigation can be
found in the fact that the ex-wile of _
Angleton’s top aide was called out
of rclirement (o ald.in the probe, ‘
Lordelia Rocca, ex-wife of Angle-

lon’s deputy and confidhal_Ray-
mond Rocca, had also worked for
“Anglelon. Rocca, who resigned
when Angleton was fired, is re-
ported ill with s blood disorder,

(Ralph S. Moyed 2130 -dontrid-
utedtopthlutory.y)ea

.
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ARTICKE APPEARED 12 ST 15T
( | A Bxll to Revzse Charter !
| (OfCLA. Termed Vaguel

WASHINGTON’ July ll (UPI)-Threeu
peace groups told the Senate today that a;

proposed revision of the charter of thei
Central Intelligence Agency was so
vague that it might not prevent the recur-
-renceof spyingabuses.. .. : t.ct o

The.Senate. Intelligenoe Commmee is
'consndenng legislation to revise.the agen.
cy’s 1347: charter to detmc what it may
and may, not.do.,,, T
But, today’s- witnasa said that ‘the
proposal.tanslm,and that failure to in-
clude specific prohibitions would open the
doortogmterabuses tham.hose thalw
curred in thcpast..*, 27 sl b
- The'Americans Frlends Setviea Com-
mittee, a Quaker group, said thatnothing.
less than- aholitiou of the intelligence.
agency would protect Americans against
being spied upon by their Govemment... .
Ethel Taylor.matimal coordinator- ol
Women Strike for-Peace, said that C.1.A.
use of informers in political organizations.
should' be- prohibited: and oid. files col.
lected by theagency destroyed..; ...
Richard Gutman,, lawyer for the Chica-
go-based’ Alliance. tov End Repression,
said: that.domestic . counterinteiligence
( activities should.not be undertaken un-
N\ less ‘‘based upon concrete evidence of
’ ' criminat espionage, sabotage or treason,
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THE WASHINGTON POST
ARTICLE APPEARED 12 July 1978
ON PAGE__ A-2

4w s N R R P Y S Y B e N Cagerme ey
" 7“.2‘”.-: - v o »l IS AR AN A-_' ) t'& L EEERR R ROV STy
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WASHINGTON (AP)—Representa- armed services. The files. show a pat-
tives of’ organizations. under surveil; -, tern _of_surveillance: that - included
19608 and early 1”0.- said yesterday- 1»::.?; ?fﬂ p_eg s @mni?‘goun-
that congressional proposals for a new: i..... Ethel Tavior: hesd co o Wi s

-Antelligence. agency charter* will: not. - . Strikufd’f g::;:h::c;g&:lvgmen
prevent future- abuses.. They testified .- tional.disarmament, said her FBI files
before they ?na%tn#lgﬁ%og ¥ show she had been- under surveillance
Mtt‘es-‘.‘ L A QL e Jﬁﬁ-ﬂ Lfree: since 1988, v ) it e B

Louis W., Schneiders executive, sec.... . . Chicago. attorney- Richard Bg.. Gut-

-Tetary of, the: Ameriéan; Friends. Serv- - : man, whao:Tepresents: 18 organizations!
ice Committeer (Quakers),. said" his: or--, , Shat contend: they; were- under surveil-
ganization.had. gbtained} 10,000 pages-*. lance during:the: 1968-Demoeratic Na-
of files kept orrthe Priends:by varigus--:tional: Convention’ and- later, said all
government_agencies jiicludingr.the::s: CIA _covert operations in:the- Unit
CIA;-the FRBI, the State: Department, tates: andf abroad. should: be. prohi

InternaliBexenyes Service and -the 7 ited. 30 kiisaso Skt B w1
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. tee employes and: perso?n i:'ﬂore:gn'

e;~ S AR

‘- WASHINGTON -"mreuorganw‘
»uons that were: spied® on or ngtjltrate&
by the CIA and FBI. dmng the 19600
‘and early" 1970s- saxé—yestatday

Jcongressional : proposals for 2 new

“about their opposmon‘bd : I warg, ﬁoﬂg whu;h,,y‘g.ga\e the. fulf.
.ate Select Committee om:Intelligence. est’ pug} > possible; T she: saidy !

: Louis W. Schneider,: execitive sec—
.retary  of::-thex " Philadelphia-based
' Friends committee, said his organi-
‘zation had - obtained 10,000 pages: of
files on -it.kept by varigus. governs.
“ment agencies, including the.CIA, the:
:FBI, the State:Department,.the IRS
‘and the armed servxca. L

He said the files. showed that there tharthere.

had been constant FBI surve:llance

" also; Was: indecssurveillince by CIA

‘In addinon, Schnexdersaxd, the cm §
opened official’ mﬂ‘ﬁtweih comxmte-

munpg@Mmglhe Saviet. ‘Union:
_T:l:e Fr;e_nds comemittee actively

ing. legislationi: that: would limit tie;

CIA’s. authority,; but ‘Schneider: aids
that:: intelligence- officialsor Whité:
House..occupm ﬁghh.ﬁndrviays 0
) “stirveiildnce’—d

For example, d,.the proposed
-€IA charter would™ allow*persons at-
tempting 1o influence: policy: in: for-
eign countries . be med asa. somce_‘

can Frxends Servlce’ Comxmttee_gj
- ‘workers' in countries~such South
-_Africa would fit. that. dmpuou..\ e
"~ Ethel$#Taylor,.. who.t heads ¥ the ]
Women \Strike ‘for Peace-- m,ﬁ
*Which - urgmmtemauonw disarmam

.mnf‘,s?xd.hQ'FBI’ﬁE&showed Lhat.

“It is. obvmus trm.my FBI ﬁles

: t,hat agents, womeii ot sal' on1
: vou&small commmee Meetings as we
Eij-planned' actions?against- the: Vietnanr:

Ms. ﬁﬂ"ay op/ saxdxthe.-orgamzanon

) agenmom the- ground that: anti-war

' ps?‘lmght, be. ohtaining support-

: from ‘forezgn sources;’ & suspicion

- whichshe said* pmve& groundlm». %
Both-the: service committee. and’ the-

disarmament _group - obtained’ mfor«

-_matioft™ abotit; surveiltanca _of them

“general. mum “foderal officials
—inclined* tamﬁ. “abuses could claim

“thar any orgamzanon was a threat to
national secumy‘“._, - : '

" Gutman_said;’ ‘that d&f

tamedqm‘flaws its* showedt. thati the"
—agency kept close. £k oL all groupsh

_protesting at the:: qgwémon., Hesaid *
~:that al} CXA-covert operations, i the
*Utited . Stagw.and'.:abmad .should; be
prohxﬁted.gi 3 ORSE s
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THE WASHINGTON POST
10 July 1978

Changmg Climate May Siymze
fntelhgence Agency Bill,

By George Lardner Jr. -
Washington Post Staff w:m:‘ et

- hﬂ-.a

Two years ago, when Davxd' Atlee
Phillips and like-minded defenders of

the Central  Intelligence Agency_ set
out on the college lecture circuit, they
were routinely confronted by hecklers

and protesters denouncmﬂ them as

“‘assassins.”

' 1
The climate has chanzed. The mves-

tizations are over. The recriminations
have subsided. The apologists have
turned into advocates, urging, eveni
demanding, a stronger hand for.the
CIA and the rest of the intelligence
community despite the record o£
abuses.. -
“There’s absolutely ‘no" questxon
about it,” says Phillips, the founder
and past president of the Association
of Former Intelligence Officers. “A
Iet of people are saying, ‘Gee, the
aZency has won.” Well, I'm afraid we

haven’t won. But we have survived.”

They may yet be able to claim vic-|
tory. The ClA—and its congressional ;

overseers, who were first organized in
1375 to cope with disclosures of illegal
domestic spying and other misdeeds—
stand today at a crucial juncture. -

A comprehensive’ piece of legisla-
tion, the National Intelligence Reorg-
anization and Reform Act of 1978
(S. 2525), has been drasted and debated
at Senate hearings for montls now,
but all sides dismiss it as nothing.
more than a talkmg paper a startmg
point. .. - v

Sen.. Frank Church (D-Idaho) who
served as the chairman of the original.

Senate Intelligence Committee and its
unprecedented investigations, thinks
it is already too late oA e
“Reforms have ‘been . deIayed to
death,” he said in- an interview. “This
has been the defense mechanism of
the agency and it could easily’ ‘have:.
been foreseel . . . Memories are very
short. I think the shrewd operators,
the friends of the CIA, recognized

that time was on their side, that t.hey
could hold out a.amst lezxslatxve ac- J
tion,” . T et

..",‘“‘J

Other senators, members of the
present committee such as Walter D,
Huddleston (D-Ky.) and: Charles McC.
Mathias (R-Md.), profess-to be more-i
optimistic, insisting that a new legisla-
tive charter for the intelligence com-
munity will indeed be passed, proba-
bly next year. They point out that the
Carter - administration:. is, s after alL
committed to that goal, " “7 * )

But there.is increasing. .uncerta.mty
as to justiwhatkind: ofintelligence: re-
forms cowd -get <through < Corgress
these days and which of those the ad-
ministration"will "wird up supporting.
The tensions over-Africa, the recrimi-
nations with the Soviet Union over
spies here-and there and other signs:
of what the Russians have called “a
cailly war,” could, officials agree,
produce a stiffer line from the White
House.

“We're  at"a critical’ period right

now,” acknowledges Senate Intelli-
gence: Committee Chairman Birch !
Bayh (D-Ind.). “There are significantly -
more qnestions being raised in the ex- .
ecutive branch right now about the fu- |
ture of (congressional) oversight than '
there have been in the past. That's
why I say we're at a very dehcate'
stage n,ht now.” |

Bayh indicated that he was speak- '1‘

ing ‘of administration concern over |
some recent news leaks about actual |
and proposed covert operations, which ! !
must now be reported to Congress,

-however vaguely.. v« s .coropsn L J

“The whole matter—-charters over-
sight and everything—I think is going
to rise or fall on the (congressional)
security question,” Bayh told a ree
porter. “If we cannot convince the
president that we can handle this in..
formation securely, he’s not going to
give it to us for oversight and he’s not
going to continue to support charter
legislation that forces the intelligence
agencies to glve bid to us for over-
sight.” ", BN -3

There is- also a troublmg catch to.
that proposition, Bayh said. Officials
of every administration. have been
known to leak secret -tidbits of infor-
mation from time to time themselves,
for various reasons.. That is. also hap-]
pening these days, Bayh is convinced. _|

. “Now what ax they’re grinding ind]

whether it’s to release information so‘
that when it hits the papers, they can.

say, ‘Well, look, this is whaf happens ‘
when Congress vets it I don t know," !
Bayh said. 4

One of the chief targets of the U.S. ]
intelligence establishment, in any
case, is the law under which the presi-
dent must notify Congress of the.
CLA’s covert operations—which would
be euphemistically renamed ‘“special
activities” under S. 2525. Repeal of
the Hughes-Ryan . Amendment, Which !
Congress adopted in 1974, stands at or |
near the top of any CIA official's leg-
islative “wish list.”

Under Hughes-Ryan, covert actions
in foreign countries can be under-
taken only if the president finds each
such operation “important to the na- |
tional security’’” and reports it “in a'l |
timely fashion to the appropriate com- i
mittees of the Congress,” currently
four in each house. Past and present '
CIA officials regularly denounce the ;
proviso as a “disaster” even though 1
most of the leaks for which Hughes. '
Ryan is blamed probably would have
occurred anyway.

Former CIA Director William E
Colby, for instance, bekleves the |
House Intelligence Committee headed !
by Otis Pike (D-N.Y.) was “mainly” re-'
sponsible for the fact that “every new|
thing [covert action] that I briefed |
Congress about’ during 1975 leaked.” |

But the Pike commxttec, like the-
Church committee, would have gotten |
that information anyway, in the!
course of its congremonallyv man-+
dated investigatiégs, evén I Hughes4!
Ryan had never been passed. Its suc- ‘
cessors, the permanent, Senate and |
House Intelligence committees, will!
continue to get that information even '
if Hughes-Ryan is repealed. Only the|
three other committees in each house, {
Appropriations, Armed Services andl

Foreign or International Relatxons.
will be cut off. .

Still, repeal of Hughes-Ryan has be-1
come a goal for the intelligencé com-:
munity in the legislatwe battles that*
lie ahead. RN )

“Four committees in each house is,
absurd,” Colby declared. “The breadth‘
of the reporting makes it much less of
a .secret. more of ‘a 'topic of
convu'satmn: .ty e ,(.. i

s

CONTINUED
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For the intelligence agencivs, other
gouls—and potential signs of whu\i
wins, who loses—include passage of a
law that would make it a-felony for
intelligence officers, past or present,’
to reveal a secret and of a statute that
would give the CIA more, rather than
less, freedom to u.ndertake covert ac-
tions. N

“There’s been a failure on the part |
of the administration and Congress, in
particular, to- start off with first{
things first, which is to define the na-
ture of the threat,” asserts James J.
Angleton, former CIA counterintelli-
gence chief and now chairman of the |

Security and Intelligence Fund. “Once -}

you define the threat, you can come g4
up with-rules and regulations to con-.
fine the threat. “That way, you can get

rid of all this adversary business [with

Congress. and the courts} brough.t inA
by the left wing.”

At present, the rules governmg U. S
intelligence agencies are embodied in-
an executive order President Carter
issued in January, which contains var-
ious prohibitions and restrictions ‘on}
covert operations, including a ban on
assassinations. Critics such- as the
Center for National Security Studies-
have complained that it also leaves
the door open for extensive surveil-
lance without a -warrant, including |
break-ins, directed against people in?
this country. . i

“The order contains the most ex-
plicit and far reaching claim- of an in-
herent presidentxal right to. intrude

without! a MWarrant, into areas pro--
tected by the Fourth Amendment ever]
stated publicly by an American presi-
dent,” observes the center's du'ector)
NMorton H. Halperin.

Designed as a temporary charter,
the executive order was written in
close consultation with the Senate In-
telligence Committee, which then in-
roduced the proposed National Intel-
ligence Reorganization and Reform
Act. It would put the American intelli-
gence community under a new direc-
tor of national intelligence and re-
strict 2 wide range of abuses such as
burglaries, mail intercepts and drug]
experimentation.. Slightly stronger
than Carter’s - executive order and
stitched together with a wide array of
reporting requirements, it has also
been assailed from all sides.. -

.On the one hand, the Amencan
Civil Liberties Union regards the 263-
page bill as “very close to being worse
than nothing,” reports ACLU legisia-
tive counsel Jerry Berman. 9

“The bill broadly authorizes covert
operations, paramilitary operations
and intrusive investigations of Ameri-
can citizens,” he protested. “It takes-|
away the ‘inherent power’ of the pres-
ident to do those things, but then
gives him the express power to do
them, with all’ the flexibility he had|
before. As for the prohibitions in the J

bill, you could drive a truck through
some of them. It says, for instance, no:
covert operations resulting in ‘mass
destruction | of- property. o What'’s J

‘mass’?™ ", - f,,_._- v 1»-4-:.1 LSy

The Security and Intelligence Fundi
sees it dx.fferently Angleton clearly%

considers the bzll the product of a
left-wing cabal, an “altogether famil-
iar company of wreckers” led Dyt
“arch-liberal politicians” such as Vice
President Mondale.

S. 2525, the fund says in its most re-
cent situation report, is ‘so drastic in
its language, 5o summary in its au-
thority, that it will, if adopted in any-
thing like its present form, leave the
two principal intelligence agencies—
the CIA and the FBI—all but impo-
tent as far as coping successfully with
subversion, espionage and terror is
concerned.”

“I don't think the presxdent has
shown any leadership in the matter,”
Angleton added. Instead, he said, Car-
ter has left it to Mondale — whom the
fund describes ~as Church’s once
“ardent lieutenant” on the Senate In-
telligence Committee — and to David
Aaron, Mondale's former Senate aide,
who is now deputy White House as-
sistant for national security.

In any event, congressional sources
say that Aaron’s hoss at the White
House, Zbigniew Brzezinski, has
shown absolutely no interest in the
subject. Indeed, by .Brzezinski’s re-
ported standards, he ought to be op-
posed to major portions of both S.
2525 and the Carter executive order.
According to a recent article in The
New Yorker, Brzezinski has not only |
expressed concern about the restric- !
tions placed on the CIA as a result of
the disclosures of recent years, but he
is also troubled by the number of re-

views required for certain operations.
And he is said to think that Carter'
ought to have “deniability” — that co-
vert actions should be carried out in |
such a way that the president could
disclaim them instead of being held:
accountable for them.  °

Not surprisingly, former CIA Du'ec-
tor Richard M. Helms says he's heard
various accounts of where the admin-
istration stands on the issue of intelli- !
gence “reforms” and isn't sure wmch
account, if any, Is correct. .

“I must say I’ve had the second- or
third-hand impression that the White!
House is mure interested in controi-
ling the (CIA) organization than it is
in the legislation,” Helms said.

Administration officials, . however,
say a close watch is being maintained
by a special interagency working
group that has been going over the
bill, line by line, for the National Se-
curity Council at regular meetings in
the F Street offices of the director of
central intelligence. Its strategy will
be to argue against anything that de-
parts from the structure of the execu-
tive order, to hold out for more flexi-
bility and less restncbons on covert
actions.

V. . -

2

The Senate bill defines covert ac- f
tions “in such a way that you'd have |
to rule out a lot of things done today,” '
one source said. Under S. 2325, such |
operations would have to be “essential |
to the conduct of the foreign policy or
the national defense” and not Just!
“important to the national secunty," :
as present law requires.

Such restrictive readings, it must be -
noted, are not CIA’s normal style and
perhaps reflect only a strategic posi- :
tion of the moment. As one of the |
leading students of the agency, Harry
Howe Ransom, says in his book. “The .
Intelligence Establishment,” “Probably :
no other organization of the federal .
government has taken such liberties in
interpreting its legally. assxgned func-
tions as has the CIA.” .

The administration’s professed res-
ervations, however, are so extensive
that its intelligence experts will prob-
ably produce a “counterdraft” to S.
2525 sometime this fall. It is also
counting on the House to insist on a
more conservative tack.

A preliminary test of senuments in{
the House is expected this summer
when a bill to control national secu-
rity wiretaps and bugging comes up
for a vote. Originally a slice of S.
2525, it narrowly escaped premature
death last month in a House Judiciary
subcommittee where liberals and con-
servatives alike were hoping to shoot’
it down, for completely opposite rea-
sons.

Church says he senses little enthu51-
asm for S. 2525 in Congress at the mo-
ment, much less for stronger controls.

“It may very well be that last year
—the first year of the new administra-
tion—represented the last best chance
for enacting into law the reforms my -
committee recommended (in 19’76),"!
he said. “I thought during the cam-’
paign that a high priority was going :
to be attached to the ‘cloak and dag-:
ger effort, but it became clear thatl
this was of secondary unportance to the |
new administration.” :

Alluding to the strong intehjgence 1
establishment flavor of the Senate ‘l
bearings thus far on S. 2525, Chureh |
i
)

added: “It is obvious by now that very

little thought is any longer being

given. to the fact that these agencies '
were engaged in: gross violations of '

American law . .. Now we are being
treated to tendentious testimony thatg
any limitations on the CIA with re-:
spect to covert activities in the future!
would be ‘demeaning’ (as Washington !
lawyer Clark Clifford, the leadoff wit-'
pess, put it) to the agency—as if the!
American people hadn’t been demeaned i
enough.” IRV e
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Int 'élhgence ‘Réform’ Sent to Floor

L v

. By. George Lardner Jr . PP judge cays no?” he objected. “What happens to your
/"% Washington: Post Statf Wrt ""{:.@f‘?f P country?” ~° . %l PR o
The House ‘Rules. Comthittee yesterday-brushed:: . Rep. _Morgan Murphy (D-m) rephed that the gov-

aside a rear-guard.GOP, request..to. bottle tp- the-t emment' wu.saymg “no” in. many cases already

first:major legislative: “reform” for' the- nadonsma_,: “because agents are afraid to.undertake.this duty.

‘They’re ‘being sued.”. The- government. | bas. for d
)“ades cla!med the ‘inkerent pdwer‘to carry out warj

ation of the h!ll—designed to impose: jncudal ‘safe-27f rantless electronic- suqexllance i national security.
guards. omr~national seeurity ' wiretapping- and ‘bug-" <" case€ * but “Murphy- contended 'that the - Supreme-
ging.in thxsconmtry,—undenxule umeclatpreventf #» Courtmight:well strike it down as unconstitutional -
ing surprise amendments.w - ¥n, ”“*ﬁ*‘? -~ i-: unless. Congress adOpts legxslatmn makmg the. au-
House Intelligence Commlttee Chairman Edward . thority, explicit. R T iwE .-Q
P. Boland . (D-Mass.} defended the approach’ because e .The precariously balanced measure was approved
of the bill’s complexity. Under the. Rules. Committee, < T by thé House Intelligence Committee in-, May on~ an
action, no floor amendments:will be:allowed.urless'- 3.to.z vote,; ‘with McClory. and. Rep. John:-Ashbrook
they-have been printed in the Congressional Record” ' (R-Ohio) dissenting, but then it rax into stiffer oppo-
three daya before the- issue comes up on. t-hs House- - : sition,in the House Judiciary Committee, which has.
floors S .\a-. e w S ‘-: -3 -u concurrent’ iuri diction and where McClory“ls ahoa%

I
|
1]
!
1

_ Boland said &is would iln the fntemgence azen- membe::..,,_f ; CIANTTELUINT S S A
cies a chance to study the impact of any major revi- ... AHouse J‘udiciary subcommitte&headed’ by Rep.::
sionsii” < <> FAIN IS YR IN ST HTTY B8773 20 Robert W Kastenmeier (D-Wis)) finessed the pro-«

Rep. Robert-N.. McClorye(R-m.) charged- that:the ... spect of any-crippling amendments_being:tacked’ on’¥
legislation was being, “railroaded” through the Con-  there b® yoting 4 to 3 last month to table the bill.”
gress. He maintained that it should be held up until- That left the*l'.ntelhgence Connmttee £ree to take its
the House-Judiciary Committee. took:it-up-om-its-~-version to.the floor. QRIS s ~w-e1
TOEFILS. - Sl bl v S5 3y e My Sl e - Remindiiig* Rulés Committee ‘members “of the

“This is fust in“unbellevable procedure - incom- . abuses of recent years in the name of national secu-
preheansible,” McClory. protested as a thness before -.rity, :Boland emphasized the support for the meas-
the Rules Committee.. ;. e ciw wn y=s ry '{g* W SIN iure from the top echelons of the mtelhgence agen-

L

Supported by-the Garter adm.inistratmn. anluding/ ﬂe’- 3 : =3
the: heads of the- Central: Intelligence Agency,:the --- Rep. Bob Wllson (RCalif ), the vxce chairman ot
FBI and-the National.Security Agency,  the bill. thelntemgence Committee, contended that the sup-
would require ‘issuance of a judicial warrant in most port* was largely lip-service' and  that pnvately
foreign cases before electronic surveillance could be” "7 “many - intelligence officers - who ‘' can't"* testify”
UNAETTAKOIr: 7 A i e s v P - obeer ey “stronglwoppose the-Dbill.- He told- a~-reporter-later—~

Although the warrants would be_issued- secretly,. however, that he expects it to pass largely intact.
McClory adamantly opposed court review of the The Senate has already pmed a sumlar measure by
government's ' electronic. spywork. “What. if. the avoteofS5tol R RS |

P RN Ty
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'Carter“CaHs*Meetmg ‘o1 Upauthonzed Dlsclosures

i -

1

. By TERENCE SMITH ; £4 f‘ZL

. Special The New York Times "~ 3 .7
WASHNG‘I‘ON July: 1] - Prandent
Carter summoned key.members of Con.
gress to the White House today to discuss
an ‘“‘epidemic’ “of unauthorized disclo-
sure of classified information.from Capi- |
tol Hill that the President said was.drying

up inteiligence sources anddamaging na-

tiona) security. . th
As.a_result of such disclosures, t he |
President told the Congresstoen, crucial |
foreign intelligence sources are no longer |- :
prepared tor share _i,x;f_omauagmth _;ha
UnitedStates. ., %0~ ur
“The President cited o1fe axample of 5

formeriyfreliable: source who: said; re- | for;
cently that he.knew. something . interest< . ].. ;

ing but.wasn’t going to teil us because he.
was sure he would see it in tha newspaper

if he did,?’ Senator Howard H. Baker, Jz.,. !o! Arizond; who:-was.one of the partici- |

the minarity,leader, told. gpgnus

the hmr-lonsmeenns. brezs 2401 i 22
T8 160 Mucki Acgess® 3obana
ok K

a result of.the new aversight. responsibil-; of the Pentagon Papers in 1971, Mr. Gold-T
e y wateralsodecunedtobespecxticortoex-

ities of Congress, *‘too many people onthe,;

B

.both the amount. of information that was

plain how the. disclosum had damnged
the national security. -

'~ The unusual and high-lmf meeting
.was attended by-ranking members of the
Senate and House- intelligence: commit.’
[ teesand the leadership from both parties..
mmmmsmumc: omdalsk- inclu%e:

of State Cyrus R. Vance,

fense Secretary Harold Brown, National.

Security- Adviser: Zblpjewz Brzezinski
classified as secret:and.the number of | and: Stansfield Turner, th .e_;\DlArecwr of.
pemnwhohadaecsstom. ERNTN Central Intelligence.." ok S

At the closed meeting, Mr. Carter cited | % nggdmsupplylnfomuon' o
several examples- of:recent disclosures ¥1t was not clear why the President had,
thas: he feit were- damaging, but neither | dedd:? bolrtrha
the: Congressmen-nor :the White House ‘o meeting at this time,

. nor what he expected the Congressmen toj
-] da about a problem that has plagued Adv
; - ministrations: inrrecent years. Mr; Carter.

: 41 specifically pledged ta continue” supply-
Sénator Barrg Goldwater. Repubucan

Hill have too much am to too much
| classified information.’? Mr. Baker said
umthehadlndxcatedhewasprepared to
review the oversight procedures to see.if
sensitive- mzenaL could be. better pro»
tected.. . LA e

In additian. White House sources said
that the President had directed a review
of executive branch procedures to reduce

1ing classified information to Congress in

-line. with- recentarrangements for Con-]
pants, said that the. President’s concern: | gressional oversight of  American. intelli)
| was:prompted- by \'leaks: that have ap- ['genceactivitiessiz.. 1 gm.c% ;i e {
peamd in.The NewYomTimu and The | & jonal mspeculated. atet:
Post ‘over a:long period. of. that the President: might have been con-
I R a .5 | ‘cerned-about some pending disclosure of

But:?aside'ﬁour dﬁng.the publication | sensitive information or have been trying.|

to reassure ailied nations that the United 1
- States was trying to prevent , disclosures:

[ R — ——

But several of the participants said.that
they were puzzled as to why the President
had summoned them at this time. = -~
‘Today’s meeting reportedly was origi-
nally: scheduled for May,-or early June,
when the Administration-was concemed
about: the- disclosure of.'information in
connection with the downing,of a South
Korean airliner in the Soviet Union. The
White: House ‘was also.concerned at-the-
time. about’ exposure. of. communication
intercept techniques. during the: Korean
influence-buying investigation. 234y %
But'“the: meeting - was: da!ayed, byv
scheduling and other conflicts-and. was-
putoffuntil today, reliable sourc o?said,. j’
" At the daily news briefing, Jody: Powe
ell, the-White House press secretary, in<
sisted that the President’s. concern: was:
the result of a “‘number of situations: in:
which classified information wasimprop-4
erly’ released.” " Some: of ; these~disclo-{
sures; heconmded, had come: from ' the,
TR WY AN P
Asked if he inclioded the'Wh!to Home. ]
Mr. “Powell- said; "4 When ‘we: decide "to-
make a-leak; we makessurerlt doel not.
Jeopa;dizenationalsecurlty EIL T
Mr:xPowell' stressed ‘that- he. did not
think. fthe Republic is about to collapse'*:
becausé o the-disclosures;: but he said:
that: the: Administration felt'it should do;
all iticould: to reduce:the disclosure of;
' sensitiveinformation. e o bseRe e i
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MR SaIsLa .::
:;:“;'; AR By Edward Wnlsh' e
-".x = ‘Wasbinstom mamwmn .,\, .".f
aPruklont Carter complalnce.zoﬁ as
€ongressional: ' dejegation - .yesterday:
that- leaks-of: classified. information
are- hmpor!ng- mtom:eneeuthedng
efforts and-:?auu muonaL secur-

ity‘ ...‘u

—Lieeaw

‘White Hou.uapreu: iecretary Jody
Powell ‘would Iattrcxt(spem.ﬁc leaks
that. had trizgm&(.’attar’s expreaion

“I don’t know of any specxﬁc story.
Povvel[ said. “Youre talkinz aboutian
accumulaﬁon. ot:,ennt& _thnt we.have-
been attem.pting to duI ‘with' and’ thaL X
wa-felt. should be brought: to ‘theat:"
tention of the mﬂnbm ot Con:reu."’

- Pressed for dctatls and told-Carter’s :
complaint lacked credlbllit!uvlthout 'J
examples, Powe!l becammln‘itlted‘.. -

“I really don’t’ g!vo a'damn’ whether
you belleve it.or not,” he said.. 3

: - White» House- olﬂdals* u'r:nzed. tho
merunz. whlch. wu attended by—a. bl-:
- partisan-.group<o l#conzmuonab teads>
sers: ;n ; m_emberrbttha Senat& and“

>

{hon who: attended, ;«;a 1,
“.But. the preciso msons for Car?
summonmg the»con;ruuoml deleg:a
tion yesterday remained unclear, Con-:4
gress: is” now. ‘considering legisiation’
that would provide charters for U.S_
intelligence agencies,. impose‘restric-
tions on covert operations,. and’ man-
date 2’ wide.range of report$ on’ inte]. °
ligence.. activities - toy ‘congressional -
«‘.ommmees.-. o t}.;‘;’,,r,, R

77 X eamwar .wg___._-w

.reaucnﬁc minutiae.. "7

like Baker, did not specxfy. SR
_ “If:'previously reliable- sources are

v *“If'they- are- not- sureuyolx “can: pro-

;tive mformatxon.., .. ,"--:
B Eowau ‘said the presldentslu rmsed

) 'branch“omcials -and- :elt ‘he: ought: to
~call it to the _attentloxr ot' members oﬂ
.Congress. £ .5

g Thn m‘.lum:u.:tratim:J h*pardcuhrly‘
.upset - with " the reporting- ‘requires
.ments,~ arguing™ that - tney would
.Swamp thc intelligence agencxes m bu~

Ry |

Senate Minority ‘Leader’ Howu‘d H.
Baker Jr. (R-Tenn.). said; Carter- didj
cite some examples: of léaks he eonsid;
ers damaging' to the national mteresj

Baker- declined. to. disglose-the- exam:
ple cited,. but. said the:leaks, have,
sulted’in a2 “new reluctance of reliable
sources" to-provide intelligence. "
Poweu made the same: pomt during

hxs regular briefing for: reporters hut

no longer-available to.you, that has an
impact” on-American interests, Powell
said. He said it is his “understanding”
that on occasion intelligence sources,
citing fears-of leaks to. the:press, have
refused to cooperate with U S mtelli~
gence‘agencies.

tect' them, they- uenot‘wimnz to talk
to you,” Powell said:+ it
“Neither Powell " nor~ the- - contru-
sional group said the White House ex-
pected to. stop alli leaks, which-Baker
described as; “epidemic’” in. Washing-
ton, But. they 'said Carter, in. express-
ing. his concem,.ls stnvms,.tm Ymini~
mize”’; the, number:of _leaks- 0f sensi

the. subjéct ot leaks: witlr executive
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"'leak d Sesr’e QI‘SDry"Up Sources

: - Bys JOSEPH VOI.Z
4 Washmgton (\Tews Bureau)—=President’ Ca.rter complamed yes-.
_terday that congressional_leaks of classified information -are makmg

sources more and more reluctant. to. talk to- U.S. intelligence agencies.

Carter met with' key members of the
House and Senate Intelligence commit-

tees who- are. regularly .given- highly. |

classified: information by the Central
Intelligence Agency, National. Security

Agencyyi mxl.itary intellixence @oum -

and the FBI. .
. Senate Bepublian lender Howard §:
Baker-(Tenn.)- told newsmen after the .
meeting: “We had a: long talk .about’
leaks. Leaks' are an epidemic disease in
Washington: and' I" suppose they’ll con-: |

-tinue.to be: But if you: can’t stop- them,
" at least you ought to slow them down.”
- -er pledge -had- been mentioned by
. Dillon: in reports to: the City Planning
.':Commmsxon and Budget Commission.
Bennett said that. if. the museum had

il & sunply~ asked her-to fill out a pledge

sform - the - ntigatmn could. havo been
-ayonded. o

v,

_ The sutrogate wax'ned that his decl-’v -
sion. should-not" persuade other recipi- |-
lrentx of dommona to (freat s such- dona-:&

_.»4-‘.....

tmns in'a asual‘ manner:He ‘said that
such “inexcusable.casuainess may cause
less charitable-gift giving by others.”

- .White House .Press Secretary Jody
Powell declined to-discuss specific news

- leaks. - but. said " that- the executive

branch, as well as Congz-ess, has been
responsible.: . .
" “IL-F decide to mke a leak,- I make

‘sure it will not, damage national securi-

ty.,” Powell said. “As.far as I know, I've

‘never leaked anyth.\ng that. fall.s mto
_that category.” ’

=~ Powell also concede¢ that “no doubt ¥
-in. the past there has been overclassxw

hutionofmten‘a_l.. o7 o R b g
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Carter seeks halt
to mtelhgence leaks

e

wm Bureaus of. ms‘m
‘Washmgton—?mdent Carter and a group of House -
and Senate members agreed yesterday on the need to piug
leaks of intelligence information; contending reliable
sources have stopped providing the government data they .
fearwill windupinprint. .| = [ . 5

“However, neither the President nor members of the
House and Senate intelligence committees presented any 1
cohicrete plan for dealing with the situation, and the White . |
House- press. secretary said later the President has no
plauat present to endorse specific legislation.  _ _ )

“~Jody Powell, the press secretary, also declined to givr
.any specific instances where release of mtellxgeuce mate-
mlhadcwnprommdasource. e

. “However, Senator Howard H. Baker, Jr. (R.. Tenn.).

" Senate Republican leader, said Mr. Carter told the law-
makers of a case in which “a formerly reliable source in-
dicated-that he knew of a:particular situation but wasn’t
gmngtouumbeauuhewassurenwouldgetmtha
pxus. im e h.,; P et

BothMr BakerandSenatorBarryM.Goldwater )

. (R, Ariz.) agreed that one problem was too many people
have access toclassified data. And Mr. Carter acknowi-

( edged his administration has been a source of some leaks.

' The issue dominated the daily news briefing. Mr. Pow-"
' ell became exasperated at questions that suggested any -
effort to plug leaks might bring actions such as tactics

used by the White- House "plumbers’ u.nder former Presi-

;dentlenn.,.‘ N Ean?

“It doesn't have ytlnng to do with plumbers,"

Powellsaid. © "
~“All of you are Ianuliar with the problem of protectmg

sources,” he told the White House press corps. “I would as-

. sume you wonld undzmand our concern about { A

e

ny et e AR i i
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Caﬁelr? éays_ leaks by Congress

»
- - T
«lﬂ

are. threat 1o @atzonal securzty

L eeb AL W R T ,u..—”mw s Temmm—

i
Coow
r

—a" -\,a;n»».'ur—b--

By ‘Brooks' Jackson . ]
4ssociated Press- T
WASHINGTON - P_‘imident Cdrter
summnoned: key members of Congress
_to the Whnqliouse,yaterda'y to hear
his - compldints” that** congressmnal
leaks of - dassxﬁeduformauon wer.
damaging national security..” :

Senate* Minority: Leader Howard H

) Baker Jro (R Tenn.). said afterward :
_that Carter: had: told: the group: that .
“intelligence sources- were drying: upi
because they feared their confidential
information: would fmd its way mto
news reports. " - e .

A White. House official, who asked
ot to’ be. named, said that Carter
had - acknowledged ~“that some, leaks
" came: from within his administration;
and that-hehad not suggested. how.
;heklseglslamrs should stem their own
ea e, .
___The. official | _also” san{ that Carteri
had pledged to--continue supolymgx
,classdied, information to legislators |
- in line - with~ recent agreements to
kéep Congress aware of certam U.s.
intelligence activities.:

“We had a long talk about leaks,”
Baker said. ‘“Leaks are an epidemic
disease'in Washington, and I suppose
_they’lli.continue _to be.. But if you/
‘can’t stop them,. at least you ought to
. ,slow them-down:\lamrrs & weisrar s
. SemBarry: Goldwater (R.,""Ariz)
~saids id.Cartes--opened -the discussion:
about leaks because. the: ‘manon was::
“‘getting" Fa BN |

““The .[eaks"that™We ‘are ‘cancerned
about. -cover a~general’ classification’
- of Jeaks: that~have .been published i
" 'the: New York. Times: and the W
,mgtnn Post; over .- long ’_nenod

| time)” Goldwater-sgid.” .5 ¥
. The White* House: official “said-that'
- no single story-or news: organization*
;, prompted. Carter’sconcem Sc ol )J
’xﬁm‘ 2 - 27
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What's News—

- World-Wide

" Rellable intelligence’ Sources are drying
up becausé they fear confidential informa-
tion will be leaked to news media, President
Carter complained in a. meeting with key-
Congressmen. . A White - House - official
stressed that Carter pledged to continue sup-
plying classified information: to Congress
and acknowledged that the: administration -
also was responsible for some leaks. 1

yin s
- e ¥ B S

—, -
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Carter Risked
~arter IXISKe

S N T F

- . ByRICHARD BURT

: Special to The New York Times - C

~- WASHINGTON, July 10 — On May 25,.

when President Carter accused Cuba of

having backed the attack by Kantangans

on Zaire's southern province bf Shaba,’

some inteiligence officials doubted that

RE o DUk

the. Administration had conclusive evi-
< -Tx - - dence to support the allega~
. News- -~ Mast of the officials, inter-|
, Analysis- viewed. in’ recent . weeks;
i v« .- agreed.that subsequent in-
{ - {ormation onm - the attack,,
i which began May 11, tended to substanti- |

ate Mr. Carter’s statement. But at least
. one high official continued to question the-
" assertion, and others acknowledged that:
the initial inteiligence on the nature and.
extent of Cuban involvement was incon--
clusive when the Government made the
matterpublic.”* . i < - v
. Accordingly, while intelligence special--
ists are now satisfied that Mr, Carter was
-correct in asserting that Cuba was deeply
involved in training and supplying the in-
vaders, several say in private that the
White House narrowly missed coming out
with a serious: credibility
Lo e tm e Caf S = -

- -

zap. v f{\ R
Limitations in Political Arena.

" The Defense Department’s senior intel- |
ligence ofticial, Adm. Daniel J. Murphy,
hinted at this when he said in a speech
that the incursion was ‘‘an example of the
limitations of. inteiligence in making a-
political point.”” In little-noticed remarks
to the National Military Intelligence As-
sociation, Admiral Murphy also said that:
the Administration still lacked ‘“what the'
press. would term hard, conclusive, pub--
licty available evidence or proof of Cuban-
involvement.'™ -3y yisesip o o LY s

Several experts see in the wholé affair-

a series of troubling questions concerning
the Administration’s use,. and passible
abuse, of intelligence: in conducting. for-.
eign policy. The questions include these: o
- 9Did the: Director of Central Inteili-
gence, Adm. Stansfield Turner, in an at-"|
tempt to respond to the White House'’s .
policy needs, exercise proper caution in'
assessing early reports of Cuban involve- .
ment? . ';x.;,."':'. PO 8 ':«,:).:_‘:_.-: b *‘
QWere Mr. Carter’s advisers, intent on
drawing the -line against Soviet” and’
Cuban advances in the region, too eager
to make political capital out of the Cens:
tral Intelligence Agency’s findings? .3
{ 9Whydid the White House choose toen- :
gage in an open dispute with President’
Fidel Castro over the issue of Cuban.in-"
volvement when it was unwilling or una<..
‘ble to make evidence public to support its.+
ase? v LLET L ve el ey
. These questions have set off intense de.’*
| bate in intelligence circles, and Congres-Y
jsional aides report that Senator. Birch!
| Bayh,. chairman. of the Senate Intelli-}
: gence Committee, has ordered an investi.’-
, gation of the Administration’s orm--.

d Serious ‘Credibility Gap’

SRR

‘| "= With. regard to Shaba, the. officials

- AL VY

! - White House-C.1A. Strains-: "’

[ At the same time the episode is said to

! have created. deep strains between -the
White House and the C.I.A., with intelli-

i gence officials arguing that Presidential

; aides, in an effort to back up Mr. Carter’s

, contentions, put pressure on the agency

"to divulge- classified information that
could have- sensitive sources.

;. White House officials, for theirpart, com-"

T ke

A

“plain that'at the outset tHe agency exag-"{/5’

! gerated the Cuban role and was unable to’
. provide the: President with hard proof :

= Intelligence- ‘. information .- has ~often-
played a vital role in etforts by-American-
administrations to build support for con-
troversial foreign policy decisions. In_
‘1962, for - example, President John F.
' Kennedy used photographic evidence- to
- justify his naval blockade of Cuba. Two -
years later President Lyndon B. Johnson,
in an effort to gain Congressional support
for escalating the war in Vietnam, said
that an intercepted radio message proved -
that North-Vietnamese gunboats had at-

with whichto back up his statement; = 7> |

ythe mining center of Kolwezi, it appeared

“;".‘_"7.. FAY

tindependence conflict in Angola that led|
;to the formation of Agostinho Neto’si
:Marxist  Government. Although Dr.
Neto's victory increased the difficulty of|
Westemn intelligence collection in Angola,;
American analysts believed they had eviy
dence that Cuba continued to provide

training and support for the Katang
and helped them carry out their
vasionof Shaba, in March 1977.

* Shaba Not Mentioned in Criticism

‘When some 5,000 Katangans swept intq
Shaba early in May and quickly seized

at first that the Administration had again
decided to play down the possible Cubarn
role despite continuing reports that
Cuban advisers had maintained theid
close links with the invading force. Or
May 14 Mr. Carter sharply criticized
Cuba for obstructing the “peaceful settled

. tacked' two. American warships in the
. Gulfof Tonkin. =~ . -

i I A .
Risk in Strong Allegations ’

¥ si gy

pointed to two factors that, they said,
made- it risky for the Administration to
make 'strong allegations’ concerning
Cuban’involvement. The first is that
Zaire and Angola, where the incursion
originated, are classified as intelligence-
deprived areas, meaning that before and
during the incursion intelligence special-
ists never had a clear picture of what was
going on. The officials said that in May:
i few American reconnaissance satellites
and listening devices were focused on the
region and that intetligence reports were
based- almost exclusively on data gath-
ered - from African diplomats, . agents
from other nations and prisoners taken
by French and Belgian paratroopers who
i mglvceq.into_ Shaba in response to the at-
ptacks . o et o, Fein

|« “What we.had,™ a

[ P S 21

I ,’*_an analyst recalled,
{ ‘*was just'a steady accumuiation of evi-
dence, some of it contradictory, that built
up through the first week of June. What

~‘Ithe Shaba attack.

4ing and facilitating a Katangan with
{drawal. At the same time the department
'spokesman, Hodding Carter 3d, toid

ment of disputes,” but he did not refer tq

. On May 16, officials said, the State De\
partment sent a message to President
Castro asking support in ending the fight

red
porters that information conceming#
Cuban involvement was sketchy. .
- The following day Mr. Castro called in|
the chief American diplomat in.Havana,
Lyle F. Lane, and denied any role in the
invasion, saying that he knew of plans for
the attack a month or so in advance and
tried unsuccessfully to stop it: e
As the Administration moved to airlift
French and Belgian forces into Zaire to
repel the invaders, however, the issue of
Cuban. involvement suddeniy loomed
larger. According to officials, a decisive
moment came during a meeting at the
White House on May 19, when an intera-
gency working group organizing the
American airlift under the chairmanship
of. the. deputy national security adviser,
David L. Aaron, was told by C.k.A. offi.

we lacked was any single piece of intelli-
gence to convince the skeptics.” ...,

.- The second factor posing problems for
the Administration was the confusing and
fast-shifting situation in southeastern
Zaire, the scene of almost two decades of
constant insurgency.. The Katangans,
exiled to Angola after the civil war in the
{ormer. Belgian Congo in the early 1960°s,
were equipped and trained by Cuban ad-
visersin late 1975 to take a part in the pos-|

) ance in theaffair.: <.« « 39 IRIAEERI XY

CONTINUER
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ials that 1 . i Dakota. Administration spokesmen cOon-|
! c;insna:ng '{hb:imizfd 2 vital role in tinued to contend that Cuba had played a |
y ae direct role in supporting the attack, and:
C.LA. Confidence a Surprise ~ ‘on May 23 Mr. Reston told reporters that ,
We all thought that Cuba was some- new information confirmed the Adminis-
how i:dvolv;ld inthe atfair,” a participant | tration's case. . o
related, “‘but some people seemed sur- S A
i 1 "~ On May 24 Mr. Aaron, Mr. Powell,
?g isxﬁj'o::\aatut:: '(EIA:‘seegx ed so sure 9’_ Hamilton Jordan, Mr. Carter’s assistant,
Immediately afterthe meeting Mr, | and the Deputy Secretax;ye:f Stat:e, War;
Aaron, upon. discussing the issue with | ren M. Ch"s“"’h"'fdm ¢ Car tT
other White House officials, including the | o0 the Ct;ban role &‘; Mr. t:en:gn daa
- Presidential press secretary, Jody Pow. | NeWs conference in Chicago 4
ell, is said to have instructed the State | D€ reiterated the charge that Cuba ha
Department to. inform reporters of the | trained and equipped the Kataqgans and
C.LA. finding. At the State Department’s assenelgethtat;étk.had ‘dorlxev nothing to re-
hoon press briefing. that day, Tom Res- | Strain eatack. sl vnoos
ton, a spokesman, announced that “it is | . S :
now our understanding that the insur- | .° x.}?‘fm@dmsh,h" y
g?anit:edl:ecm;abyicluobamh mc_e" g::r i::eh: -- In. retrospect, intelligence specialists !
day Secretary of State Cyn;s R. Vance, in acknowledge that they were troqbled by |
back d briefing, said that he w those statements. One official with close |
a . ngumofl Cuban ixfg\;ol tbutm access to information available to the |
not aware : vemen White House at the time said: .‘“‘After

nforess pide may have seen more recent | oL (0 Fouse realized it was possible to

- The State Department statereat jod to | Make the case either “'a"‘ﬁ?“f Lind ,‘"“3
immediate denials by Cuban officials and e oriefing the T ident had a g load
expressions of “skepticism- by Senator n )

; agency charged with evaluating the in.
George McGovern, Democrat’ of South fogrmation commented, *“The President
was probably right, but the evidence just
‘wasn't theretobackhim-up.f‘., G e
Asked why the Administration went out
-on a limb late-in May, some officials said
it reflected the inevitable White House
| tendency to shape intelligence to fit poli-
" Cy. ““The Cuban thing came along just at
i the right time,"” one explained. Referring
I to Mr. Carter’s national security adviser,
he went on, “The President was in trou.
ble in the polls for not standing up to Mos-
cow and Havana while Brzezinski and
others were getting increasingly upset by
eventsinAfrica.” | .

Others also argued that top intelligence
aides, particularly Admiral Turner, were'
perhaps too eager to provide political am-
munition for the White House.' Admiral

: Turner is known in the Government as
ambitious and keenly interested in policy
matters. Earlier in May he had evidently
- cooperated with White House officials in .
pursuing the possibility of resuming
American aid” to covert: anti-Marxist
groupsinAngola, - o :

Still other officials suggested, however, |
that Admiral Tumer, acking great ex.
1 perience in intelligence questions, might !
{ not have recognized what one specialist 5
called ‘““the:grayness of these of i

..... R — e

Way

cases.” “§ -

R
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“appeals eourt panel: to review ‘the
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Washinaton Post Statf Writer -

won a round yesterdayinhlsﬂght to
prevent disclosure of secret FBI '
formant files. &’ > 15 T £ovg
- A federal - tppeals urt judge o
New: York temporarily -suspended - a;
lower-court order-holding Bell ‘in con‘t
tempt of cowrt:to.allow. time. for_an.

J'Jl‘int

unprecedented action.’ :

U.S:. Circnit. Court--of . Appeals -said:
‘the- “exceptiomal” nature of the-case
led him to- conclude Bell was env‘
titled to 3 an a appeal, - j

It is now likely the heated legal
battle between the attorney general!
and the Socialist ‘ Workers ' Party,.
backed by U.S.- District ‘Court Judge
Thomas: P. Griesa‘ will not be settled
until this. fall, when_the 2nd CircuitA
startsltsnextsession: R

The SWP” and ' its youth afﬂliate,
the.-Young Socialist Alliance, - have!
‘been seeking to review raw inform-.
ant--files. for evidence in their $40
million civil suit against.the govern
ment foriallegedly illegal FBI spying.
1 Bell-has: argued that turning.over
the. .18 files—an- action ordered. by
Griesa in May- 19’17—wou1d break gov-‘

Earlier eﬁorts to apgeal that orde%
were rejected on- cal’ ground
because it was not the-final judgment|
in the-case.» A .2nd: Circuit . panel, in
fact, -expressed- sympathrwith ‘Bell’s
position last year, but said ‘it simply
could " not review *his-. intermediate
“discovery” * ‘order3- . The.™ Supreme
Court ‘also declined review. " - - 4
- Gries® escalated the seriousness of
the confrontation-between the execu-
tive and judicial branches in the past]
week by ordering Bell held in con-
tempt .of. court "for refusing tq oheL

vWa§\<‘ s wer o8
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- tant that appellate courts “straighten

u’) -

"Bell said, he was willing to be held
in contempt if that-were necessary to
get appellate review of the inform-
ant issue. . - . o Coire
* Gurfein said yesterday that he was
issuing an‘oral opinion because of the
“legitimate public. interest” in- the
case. “Everybody will be better off if
there is appellate review,” he said.

If the SWP attorneys win the judge
said, they “will have: a solid base: on¢
‘which to. proceed:{.. If they lose, we
will have prevented: an untimely spill-4
ing of the ‘beans. in a situation that
does not require- it' and whlch is 1rre~4
parable 1n its terms.”

Gurfein said he: thought it lmpor«

‘out this entire question of informer’s
priv11ege ” Giving it up too easily, he
said, “may in certain cases result in
assassination and death.”

The judge likened the current con-
frontation to the one in which Presi-
dent Nixon sought -and was granted
immediate review. of a lower-court or-1
der that he turn over the Watergate
tape recordings so he wouldn’t have]
to be held' in contempt to trigger an
appeal.. - 4

Gurfein said that in “normal" court
proceedings the government. “is enti-
tled to=ne, special privileges beyond'
thaLpf. the ordmary citizen, and that.

remmnstrue"" But. he added that the
current case involved amr “institutionas
confrontation* between the- -highest
echelons of the executlve branch and
.the judiciary.” " =

“The judge .took. pa.ms to say .he was
not prejudging the merits of the case
and- that he recognized.-the impor-
tance of the SWP position. , ~ .

“I decide simply that there is merit
in Mr. Fiske’s argument that the gov-

ernment has the right to appeal.” Rob-
ert B. Fiske Jr. is the U.S. attorney in
New York who- argued the case tor
the government. : o ‘

’Specwt cch John “‘Ken-
nedy coﬂtnbuted to thu artzcle = {

e bt

Agamst Bell Is /

Suspended i

‘(&aM
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BELL IS GIVEN STAY -~
OF CONTEMPT ORDER

Attomey GeneraLWms Legal Dela‘y
Pendmg Appeal ofa Rulmg m
" Case lnvolvmg lnformers

~._-A,M,l .0'* vt ier b

I T

T ByARNOLD H. LUBASH.
Attome)g General Griftin B. Bell won a.
" stay yesterday of an order holding him in.
contempt of court for refusing ta release
-'informer files in a $40 million suit by the
* Socialist Workers Party. .. <., SRR
T After two-hou:heanng in Manhattan,
‘the stay was.issued by Judge Murray I
‘Gurfein of the United States Court.of Ap-
peals for the Second Circuit.’ Judge Gur=
fein stayed the one-day contempt order.
nding, the’ Government’s appeal of the.
“dispute,: whlch he temed *‘an; historic
-confrontation.”” R
~~Robert:B::Fiske’ Jr.. the Unifed"State'
Attorney’wﬁo argued: for Mr. Bell,"said
.‘that the stay *means that, as'of now, the
" Attorney” General is not. in contempt;:’
- and added that it would be ‘*damaging for
- the Attorney General and for the country
“if he continued to be in contempt.;’ e
- rLegal éxperts said that the stay tempo-’
ranly lifted the contempt’ for pracncal,
purposes because no sanctions can be im-
posed whileit is in effect, but'that the At-
tomey ‘General might technically’remain
in contemptunul the contempt order was

~sample: of ,1,300 1nformers~ who spi

“reversed Ry %

e N

NEW YORK TIMES
8 JuLY 1978

et “x.ﬁHigh Coun Rulmg hkely

4 The appeal to the appellate court could
take several weeks, with the.case head-
ing eventually for the United’ States Su-
premeCourt. .. 3/

Margaret: Winter, an attomey for the
" Socialist. Workers, said she was: “disap-
pointed’” by"the stay. because it. would
prolong thecase but added that “the im-
- portant thing is that we ultimately get
thae tiles’” as evidence that the Govern-
- ment’ megally -used informers.to disrupt.
the pohucal acuvmu_ of .th Socxahst

Thoma.st‘ Gnsa ‘held” the Attorney
.General"in- contempt “for. his refusal to
nge the Government’s files on 18 uniden--
tified informers to attorneys. for the So-
* cialist. Workers. “The- files: repraent +a;

the small ‘frotskylst party= Y
: Judge Griesa said he was prepared to

'consnder ““zx e -drasti¢’,; sanctions”:
tto

“against-the: mey General, including
. possible imprisdnment, to compel dxsclo-
- sureol the infarmer files.. -2 4

Conﬁdennamy Held Crucial

In arguizg for_a'stay of the ¢ 1t°n‘pt.
“iorder; Mr Fisk# told Judze Gurfein yes-|

.,

. tergay that"disciosuré of The files, would | .

‘violate the‘crucial confidentiality, of in-
:forrners ‘and‘cause™‘incalculable harm to
“the nation’s ability to protect itseif”” ~*;*.

3 Mr. Fiske contended that*‘there’ was al

Tprecipitous rush to contempt inrthis case’™
‘because-Judge Griesa had not explored |.
.alternative sanctions, which could forfeit
-part of .thessnit. inv favorsof the Socialist
‘Workers, i jiead  of” resortm - "t0". con-
{temptss Ton S

»° ;“we don’t know what kind of harm the

"I. .suppose " Judge Gu:fem mter]ect-
ed the ultimate' sanction in this case
would be awarding $40-million to the So-
cialist Workers Party.”. -.. = . .v1,

ment against the:stay. She'cited. 21951
;case..in  which . the - Acting-. Attorney
General and tire Secretary of Commerce
“were held in contempt for refusing to re-
tur‘n somestock at theend of a civil case.:
As far.as- we.-know,”. Miss- Winter
‘added, *'no other Cabinet official has ever
been held incontempt.” . "¢ il - By

Ev!deneeCalled lndkpmslbl& 0

& °'She argued that the Governmien¥’s in-
‘f‘ormers .had used: burglana and other.

criminal tactics’ against the Socialist
,Workers, adding that the informer. files
"contained indispensible evidence because

iGovernment was inflicting on us."..:

. .The Government’s contention that lhe‘
contempt ; arder. was. *‘unprecedented’””.
‘was disputed by Miss Wintec in her argu-.

" "“Judge Gurfein told her that* m;'
prevaxr ultimately, bit I” (.lon':‘ysoé‘e1 wh;

any?ne»losa it there is a stay pendmg ap-

3 RASE DTS N SR T ] =r-,.&

k.. Noting that theappeuate court, had re-,
jected an earlier appeal of the order to re-|
-lease the files, Judge Gurfein said,-*'All|
“that the court decided was that, at that|
“stage-of the procedings, Wwith-the only|
:thing outstanding\ bemg :an_order: to:
-produce documents, it was an mterlocu-.
tory order, which is not appealable;”
= “The genera} rule in the Federal courts
“is that; there is no‘appeal until a- final

- judgement in a civii case,” the judge con-
tinued, noting that the rule was designed |
to prevent delays that wmld upset the
procedings. - i EEE

.,‘

20

"' % “But this’ general ‘ruleiof f nahty 1s

sometimes abrogated;’” he said, adding
that, in *‘certain exceptional cases,” an
;appeal after a final judgement m!ght be
toa’late-to do any good. He noted that.a
-¢ontempt.order in- a-civil: ‘case was not
‘nonnallyappealable._t }'3
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Prosé'cutmn itnesses Say. Scharansk

Passed Sowet'»Iﬁ“feHJgence to the Wes

R L R T R e SN0 Y R 4 1 2, (A n.h..:,w-uva'x'\u

‘
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. gence Agency. -

. Slandered the Soviet.state:. Ginzburg,
. found the group, one of. several set up -

. ByKevinKlm Oi:"r)‘
" ;*wumm'mmm I»

* MOSCOW—A:% parade: of’” Sovie
prosccuﬁon witnessesiaccused: Jewish
dissident Anatoly Scharansky'at s se°
cret session: of his:treason: trial” yes-

terday: of::gathering 'and-isending- td
the West' intelligence; on-Soviet space
research; . “classiffed® :sociologw”and:
panpsyeholou. dxu; anddelem- fa .

sky. The- w'ltnesses included' the prin‘
cipal. accuser; Dr: “Soarya: Lipavsky >
physician’ who ndmstm&to-‘dissiv

“volunteer” for ﬂu" Gentnl “Intelli-

RS ....\.:q

The official court account gave 1t
tle information om.. ’Scharansky’s’ Te
sponses to these accusers; as the triali
completed itysecond day ‘amid contin-
ued strong- reaction from the United
States and other Westerr countries to]
this trial and that-of Alexander Glnz
burg, a longtime humn ri;hts‘ acti.v
ist. - - fa e it I e

-~ The anger and frustntiont’rl Wash-
lnvton especmly*consﬂtutu‘& factor
in the straugit:arms limftation- talk
scheduled to begm*‘in.Genm‘tod _
between Secretary- of State -
Vance and. Sovies, Foreign - Mlmst
Andrei Gramy¥o# § . - o

Atthe Ginzhurg trial, alsorin itasecu
ond day in-Kalugasa provincial™ cit
south ‘of ‘Here, Arina:Ginzburg, Alex
ander’s. wife, was ejected after:she:
stood up and protested that one prose-

from beginning to end.”:i: : fFoRH]
.The- witness ~was - Arhdy Gradox
boyev. an-artist. friend -of Ginz !
who reportedly- testified ' that.
Ginzburg had threatened him afta“he
testified Mondays o2t -2 <
- Prosecution:-witnesses: finished ..yes-
terday, alleging that reports -issued by

Scharansky and Yuri Orlov helped

around. the county. Oriov has. been;
convicted of anti-Soviet. agitation::

mum pensity of death.. _.iiaw »u‘.t. :

- The Ginzburg accusers Sought to res
but reports.of. the Helsmk} group that,
. alleged™ paychntric imprisonment. of
political prisoners and inhumane con-|
ditions. in- Soviet labor, camps. They
also alleged that .a relief fund- -for po-
litical prisoners that Ginzburg admin
istered from Western royalties earned.]
bX - his,; friend.. Alexander - Solzhenit
syn’'sworks.\'hasbeen: set up . specially
to 'ﬂmnca ‘hostile-minded! persons. ™
\gﬂmﬂ: -court,-report; .said.- The.
moneyu :went to enemies:of the state;
they!lldﬁ T ey 2o Lo
szbum,“n, “who't suffers- from-
heatt ‘ahd’ s&onuch-ﬂlnem:, was made

te. stand:throughout the proeeedln s,
lusthesdd. realy x

= Muel¥, 6f - yesterdly's proseeution ot*
Scharansky, 30,- a- computer- program-
mer who was refused an: exit visa to
Israel and became a- pivotal tigure in
the Moscow human rights movement;"
apparently centered: on - his relanons
with Robert Toth; & former Los- Ange-
les Timesmnespondent here. - -

"“The court’ -statement. did not ‘men-
tion Toth by.name, but Leonid Schar-’
ansky “‘Anatoly’s brother, - who" at-
tended the® opening - sessiorr Monday,
reported-‘then that- the prosecutor
Pyotr Solonin, had identitied Toth as
an American intelligence agent posing’
as-a journalist. Tothr denied' the aHe—
xaﬂom. i P W TN NI R

Scharansky. wasaided; *according’ to«f
the-official account of’ the prosecution.
evidence; bytoVitali ‘Rubin= a? former
-Soviet_who~ now Iivesfnalsne}.' Rubinr
was. .22\ Spy  whos: iisenteo Scharansky:
“througha the: diplomatie:: mail:of* one
of the “embassies a uwritten: (assign<
ment” toi"collect information on- ther
Yole; statfing and:location: of;various
defense:" enterpmses;, tho J:onrt :tatr
ment said. - ,

According tocthe ofﬁcxal account, “a
‘number of thﬂems asserted - that
Scharansky, guided by ambitious, self-
-ish aims,” and‘ “through an agent-of a
military- intelligence*~sefvice-- who’
worked in Moscow, as a correspondent.”]
{passed] on thq,hxformﬁon"coﬂected:
to the West."=- 7 -i2i22r [ J 5L BF T

- The acéount “assert t Hthe witr
nesses. also-- gave-'evidence “6n<othert
concrete facts of'Scharanskis: subves.
sive:- activity,"Psaying it"wa#"paid’
front the'- outside- and’ ‘tHe-deféndant *
himself did:not ¢ work® anywhere' and>

was': comfortablysoff’ being: fully: sup-i

ported by the West in recent years,”.. ooy
Wxtnesses.aueged that_Scharansky |
"repentedlr assisted”: Toth “imi- th
course of:1976-77 in.establishing on =
couspiratorial * basisy. : contacts: swith|
bearers of secrets from: among-Soviet
smentista - ands - expem Ay ‘vanoq
fields.™ .y sney ol Bpmowdi L nisipPar
+Toth was accused:of “worming out,
information that is not subject to pubn
lication in the open: press, on Soviet:
-Space research, classified ‘information;
in the“ field of socxologxcal rqaeu-chg
and parapsychology T e & P
On Toth's;. personal . mstructlons"
Scharansky ls—smd to have “pemnany,
questioned a Soviet scientist on the
development of. engineering geneties;
and also obtained mformatlon on zene J
reseuchmstitutlons. . -
‘Toth "has denied ever - spying any-
where- and said that the information’]
Scharan:kr helped obtain was used
only in- amcles for the— Los Angeles
Times. " “=&-- "« SRR Yty

S mew
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- T0 REPORTERS GITED

. e
' Soviet's Case Rests on Allegatidn;
. Dissident Passit On-Seesets. 4

Frerzan =

- 4

- 4 |

;with.American- eporters emerged taday,
"as:the Govemmehts—_tgagzargm
!sustain a capital charge of treasom-and-
| espionage against.Anatoly B::Sheharain
| sky ashis trial went throughits third day;

L eyl

) ~0L k};'_‘ -

:veyance of allegedly secret_information.

't0 an unidentified foreign réporter “who:

| cooperated-with thefmilitary intelligénca:

serviceof acapitalist state:’”., - ,gi\%
I Geneva, Mn'Shcharans_ky'swife.'

. Avital, said shé was eomrim:edt.hatt.!ie:_s:1

-.Soviet authorities had decided: to ‘exe-,
cute her husband and that. the trial :

Hon. PageAd.] iy yaroteinr wiri s &
"#{ US: Correspondent 1s Named
£ Although official statements have iden-
' tified neither the reporter not the intelli-
 gence service mentioned in the Shcharan..

| The Los’Angeles. Times had beenrcited i
,the-indictment 3s an agent of the Central
| Intelligence Agency. Mr=Toth has denied:

- <

sky: trial,” Leonid: Shcharansky, - the dew
fendant's brother; said Robert C:Toth ot

the charge.s == vew il L winais
L loday, several other correspondents:
’;wmreponedlymmedipcpurt;bu;hoﬁ
Jinthe official U, TS
-+ ~Accounts of the trial, which is closed to
“the public; have been sketchy. Leonid!
.Shcharansky was admitted the first day,-
but . was excluded: yesterday - and s
morning when the trial went into secret
sessionz.: The “statements: of .‘the “court
spokesman have been fairty general. - .
" "Anatoly Shcharansky, ‘a . 30-year.old
Jewish computer specialist who had been
barred from emigrating, nsl acaui:d b:
the Government newspaper Izyest
- fore his arrest 18 months ago of links with
the C.LA. President Carter has publicty
denied that the agency had any ;
sion with Mr. Shcharansky. . = .- .. g
: “In addition to the: Shcharansky case,:
which is being heard ina civilian court
an apparently genuine espionage trial i3
‘aking place simuitaneously before.
military tribunal,. where spy cases are
usually handled. - %~ e L. BEICE

ents: |

’ g:_xceptfnrth_e_irowntestimony.,;- R

NEW YORK TIMES
13 JULY 1978

* According to-Tass, the government
press’ agency, the defendant, an office
employee named Anatoly N. Filatov, has
been giving details that seem to fit those.
‘reported by Izvestia in a recent article
about an American agent, Martha Peter-
son, who was expelled from the Soviet
Union- a year ago for allegedly planting
caches of spy equipment to be picked up
by-a Soviet citizen. So far, the official
statements on the trial have referred

to *“foreign intelligence’ without makin,
alinkwimtheUn!ledStates.};,‘u_ .y
-, AMixtureof Allegations Cited .~
+:The evidence-in.the Shcharansky trial
has been a mixture of allegations of es.
pionage and political wrongdoing; includ.
ing the tgee!endant's. alleged efforts..“to

his brother reported‘one of today’s wit.
DeSses as having testified. =« Liabaios
z- But the main thirust of the case has
béenon Mr. sky’s relations with
American’ reporters: He. was_a. public

eiations man for:Jews. who, forone rea-
sorl or. another:shad. been barred from

sisted an unidentified:-co who,
itsaid, *isan agent of a Western military
intelligence service,” in, making contact
with Soviet citizens who were privy.to se-
cfet ;in{germauom about research in' soci-
0l0gy, the space program, genetic engi.
neering and parapsychology, the study of

'feme,andhisattempts 0 CToss-examine
{thwarted, his brothersaid. -

‘on the charge of *

. Toth Denies Information Was :

- - Court Testimony Is Summarized = _
oday, according to the official ‘state-
ment, written testimony from the corre-
spondent was introduced. This may have
referred to an aceom_xtotthesecuﬂtypo-
lice interrogation of Mr. Toth in June 1977
after the-reporter had been seized just ag
he was being handed apaper on parapsy-
»chology. He was made to Sign the interro.
*Eation, then allowed to leave the country,
as scheduled,; at the: end of his assign..
ment. He is now based in Washington... .

* ,Witnesses: testified,” the court, state.
ment said,;r‘;that: Sh

persons-"and ; foreigm . correspondents:
j*was aware of the fact that
his actions and:the slanderous materials:
be transferred-abroad were used by. the.
West for torpedoing most important for-
ging pressure to bear on
anumber of ques-
tionsof an intefnal character.”. . . - :
Mr.S gnsky’s 70-year-old mother,
Ida Milgrom, who has been denied admis-
sion tothe courtroom, again spent the
day with friends on the street outside, She
isbelngbamdontheg:wndthatsheis
to be called as a witness to. testify about
her son’s character, and witnesses are

. well as most information not officially
‘ released by the Government, Mr. Toth

not permitted to attend trial proceedings l

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

" Aides Seem to Toy With Mother ]

Attendants zt‘ the barri seeme-i
ingly toying wi the woman, toid her this.
morning that she might be admitted at f
noon, but refused to let her pass when the
time came. They summoned heragainto-
ward the end of the day to invite her as a
witness, then refused to let herin. Atone
{Joint, she sat by herself and wept silent-
y. . N b aee P

Leonid Shcharansky, who was admit.
ted this afternoon after the secret mom-
ing session, said his brother was being
harassed by judge and prosecutor. Una.
ble to obtain a lawyer of his own choosing
and unwilling to accept 4 court-appointed
lawyer, he has been permitted to conduct
his own defense. However, he has not
been allowed (o call witnesses for the de-

prosecution witnesses todaywege largely

‘The trial of-: Aleksandr ' Ginzburg;
another dissident, continued in the town:
of Kaluga, with the prosecutor: demand.-
ing eight i

;_.2__:;}*2_ 4

- 'Robert .C. Toth,. the reporter whose
name has been linked with -Anatoly B:
Shcharansky in the Moscow. dissident
trial, said yesterday that “‘there was no-
secret . information provided  me
Shcharansky even under Soviet rules of
what is secret infoprmation.’ T

" Mr. Toth, who served as Moscow corre-
spondul:t of The Los :t\hngeles Times from
1974 to 1977, wrote in at newspaper yes-
terday that he had collected information
from many dissidents, . including
Mr.Shcharansky, but “‘there was nothing
secret about it."” Mr. Toth noted that he
had even attributed the information to
and other dissidents in

_Even though the ‘Soviet concept ‘of
Secrecy covers-such information as traf.1
fic statistics and salaries of athietes as

said about the charges against Mr.
Shcharansky, “There is no basis in my
experience to-support conviction for es-
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:..Lhere,Was Nothing Secret’
R e e e B St TR ;) ok ewmit o1
Ly T L o T TR R TP e N T L LY N
" (Robert: C:-Toth,.who served. ax The Los-Angeles| ~ My-other scientific stories from Moscow that have: -
Times’ Moscow bureaw chief-from 1974 to 1977, has| been cited in the trial dealt with sociology, genetic.
been accused by Soviet prosecutors at the Scharam- engineenng,‘ space flights, and parapsychology. I am
sky treason trial of having acted as-an. agent for a| 3cCuSed of ‘“worming out information that is not
US. intelligence service by collecting secret. infor.| Subiect to publication in the open (Soviet) press” x
mation. with Scharansky's help... Toth- was - temporar-| SOViet courtofficial said. ‘. . . ¥ ek
ily-barred from leaving the-country ond questioned| . LY article on sociology described unrest. in the
by the.KGB' secret police.in June, 1977, just before| SOViet Sociological Institute because of ideological
his xﬁcduh d’ three-year 'touf-'o 4 dutv*“f“cau’tdf an restraints on quegtions to be asked in public opinion
SR i Skt stz s 15 o | Polls, Only pohhcallvltaﬂored questions could be

ey AT e ‘o &
end.) oy AT Tk asked lest non-Marxist replies come back. Most of’

i R A L T .
W By Robert CToth: % 12t @ﬁj’v these polls. are for the information of the Commu..
s $. “mmm@’_’;x { Ik~ Lxy¥|nist Party, and very few are ever published. . ..

DT T T e gl St gt - : -
g of 'ty ‘stories have been' cited'during the: Scharansky and I. had talked about :sociology, ,
ms:nvf:lmn:g Sovie?: djsvaiedent.Amtolyt Schgar . much as he'did with other Western correspondents”
‘skyy. but: the- one: that appears.to. be-principal: fo-. !0 Whom-he offered his help—help ‘intended to-
cus ot Soviet anger.appeared in the Los Angeles Make’the correspondent-more receptive-to, stories -
Times Nov. 22,.1976, under the headline: “Russ Indf- ;ﬁ:‘i dm‘n‘w - wanted: t?‘%DUSh abogt J;ews _:hnd
rectly Reveal .‘State, Secrets;’; Clues. in- Denials of Tt R O A HETWT
Jewish e e e ;‘:ﬁﬁm“&’f»"’??‘?' On genetic. engineering,:I {interviewed a.—t;y Sox

AR S at viet ‘Zenetitist,"V. Englehardt, on the " subject of™
It was written: from informationr collected over at splicing genes to make new life species. An 2ged

it provided the data.ihe names. and formet work, 104 ich respected scientist, he asked st 1 sube
places of Jews refused exit visas on grounds that| Mit my.story for his'approval before publication.™
they.-posseased . 'state sécrets” as.aresult of their | Departing:from usual practice, I"did ‘show him the
jobs-.-i.._:g—&g.g_g‘g‘g sty s R e ETRE, article, to which he strongly objected. "

. IS gL LA R BRSO T oy o vanea s AR ; [
Scharansky was named In the article; as were oth-| He had expected it to be in question and answer

ers. There was nothing secret about any of it.. All form, not part of a newspaper story, and he refused l

information I collected in the Soviet Union was for
publication in the Times. ; T Runke i an s

It had occurred to me; after twa years in Moscow,
that Jews from a strikingly wide range of vocations
were being denied exit on secrecy grounds, from

soccer players to scientists; from:waiters to engi- joumal- Scharansky knew of my project.but, so fars
| as I recall, provided no information.. - %

DEErS, — wwrs o Ty Eep e WL K
Clearly, some: of the, “refusedniks™ as those who
were refused visas called themselves, had once pos-

sessed ts because of their previous work..It ture that I.meet a friend of his, Valerri Petukhov,.
seemed obvious,: hawever, - that' the intelligence; j/ ¥ 0 e o 1o pharmaceuticals. Petukhov, ]

value of such-information had long perished; since:

none of these refusedniks g pad.worke,d at a.llfo T over and. then directly himself, gave me the article on|

o

fiveyears. . o Cad ULt 0E W
~ More*important; the. capricious use of, the:“state

secrets”. excuse:to refuse an. exit visa toha-former:
workertiny the:Soviet. Milk and: Muulniqmtg; _for- -

example; seemed worth a story,’ .. & . 8§ % -
E'}x:'t!:e;-I Scharansky- and. others had already> com-
piled long’ lists of refusedniks and had’transmiitted
them to their supporters in the United States.and
Britain to elicit public support for their cause.¢ .

to approve it. I tore up the story and wrote another
using information not obtained from Englehardt.
Most help came from a refusednik who has now-
emigrated, E. Trifonov, but that consisted of trans-
lating- a; technical article from a Soviet scientific

¥

‘Trifonov, in fact, suggested just before his depar-

who: was- interested in parapsychology as a side-
who made contact with me first through Scharansky

the Moscow street. a year ago. That was when I was]
seized by police. .© - s & e e l;lr;:_n;,‘.}
Petukhov was part of a trap; it now seems certain.
Dissident-sources as well as Western diplomats la-
ter reported that he was “commended” by the Com- |
munist: Party branch of his' drug institute for-
“unmasking” me as a spy. So whatever “secrets”’
may be hidden in extrasensory perception were, in

The-lists. showed. that.some, of .thesame ,work] il Ukelihood, never: available for “worming out”
places at which the’refusedniks supposedly:had res from himy. . . v - PR ATy
ceived “secret information,”'such as the Institute of]
the Chemical Ministry, were sometimes officially |
classified as open, or non-secret.by Soviet officials, -
- The Soviets°did "this when théy wanted to buy ad: |

vanced technology equipment like computers from
Western Europe and.the United States, technology
that- Western . governments would not - sell
thing’but-“open’,’?tnsﬂtutes;\_i*i,; b A
For example, . Jews who worked on -
“oceanographic research vessels” had been, denied
permission-to-emigrate’ on. the grounds- that they
“learned :their~ secrets tati their. . former: work
places.” This suggested that the' research vesseis

were actually SpY SHiPS.a . w55 45575 BN

to ‘any-,
d47 L
d"thm

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1



1
vobisda s b

09/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1
Apprpved For Release %glh NEW YORK TIMES

B ARTICLE An:cngou
ON PAGE

14 July 1978

{ p . ,
_ L oxmye g that canceling the shipments would
By TQ?“ chker‘ hurt this country’s economic interests
. - without altering Moscow’s human
The conviction of Aleksandr Ginz- rights policy (or lack of one) —ignores-
‘burg and the trial of Anatoly ths symbolic power of gestures, and
Shcharansky constitute an attack on may even underestimate Soviet tech- -
freedom itself. They remind us once nologicalneeds. ©
again that this supposed superpower, Nevertheless, such American action
fearing its own people more than any  would be unlikely to have the direct ef-
foreign adversary, permits them not fect of help.ag Soviet dissidents now,
even the most limited human rightsof  partizu'arty since the Soviets probably
;belief and expression. But the trials - would feel-compelled to ‘make some
also make frustratingly clear how lit- blustery response. The same wauld be
tle the United States can do to change  true of the more extreme action advo-
this depressing condition, not just in  cated by a few — that the United
the Soviet Uniom, but for so many of  States break off the SALT negotia-
theworld’speople. .. - . - . tions. Most of this talk is probably for
What are human. rights. anyway?  voter - consumption - in the “United
One of our most cherished documents  States, since such a position seems
fgf;med them admirabfly' — “life,  clearly self-defeating. :
iberty and the pursuit of happiness,” . _ . ST e
Later, the Bill of Rights specifiedsuch . _ It is also ironic in the extreme, it
 freedoms as those of speechi and reli-  re2lly prompted by concern for human
Cgiam el jon ~ rights. Life is the most basic of all
gion. And’ still another . generation . . irst in the Decl
added that guarantee of *‘due process . human rights, listed first in the Decla-
of law” without which rights become  ration of Independence. And hfe‘xs the.
et PP - limita-
empty generalities. -:53.:;7 .. .. - ultimate concern of the arms !
Whatever “rights™. may be’ - .., tion talks, because the Soviet. Union.
. et crizons. Y. ¢ prom- .| ited States with their. nu-
.ised to Soviet-citizens; their. Govern. - -2nd the United - WIth Laetr,
ment . _ ... .clear arsenals are the greatest threats
permits no due process to guar. - . &€ara o ST
‘antee them; instead, due process js = tolifeinallits hxs‘tory‘.; STTIRTICAN
being mocked in the so-called trialsof . What sense does it make, therefore, |
) Mr. Shcharansky and Mr: Ginzburg. . tobreak their connection, tenuous as it
{ As a result; not even the barred doors - is, on this most momentous of issues?
of the courtrooms can hide the hypoc-  And no matter how reprehensible the
risy, Crueity and fear of the Soviet sys- - - Soviet Government, who would really
tem from the eyes of the world. be penalized by such an act of folly>
That these shameful proceedings The American and Soviet peoples,.and
‘were pursued at all testifies to the des- . all others threatened by nuclear hal
peration with which Soviet officialsbe- . caust. ~ ., . I
lieve they must counter dissent and- ... The hard truth is that the United
.stamp it out  if possible: They are . - Stateshas little power to affect human
-bound to know that suck a spectacle = o s
will make it’ more difficult for Con-- » -
-gress, owing ty American revulsion, to © IN THE NATION™ -
-ratify a sensible: SALT agreement or ‘ i :
-take any other step to improve Soviet- - Lot I
American relations.. ., Felbaloo:o - rights in the Soviet Union; Cambodia ]
. Moscow alse must know it is'risking . China, Eastern Europe; but.it can; and
‘'serious material losses— for example, .  should, hold up a moral standard to
cancellation of the planned export of - . Seen even where its.literal power d
.computer and oil drilling equipment . ' not run. In other nations — South Afri-
from this country to the Soviet Union., ca, for example — American’ actions
Since President Carter has. publicly” may have at least the indirect éffect of
denied Soviet allegations : that . Mr. - improving human' rights conditions;
Shcharansky was a spy for the C.LA., . and these actions should flow from our
and personally appealed for the trea. . heritage. In countries heavily depend-
son charge to be dropped, his trialon  ent on.the United States. — South
precisely that charge is an almost cal- Korea, the Philippines, . Chile..—
culated affront to Mr. Carter.  ° - American policies “can_have | far
But if their disregard of all these - greater effect, if strongly pursued.,
‘consequences; not to mention the op-- S TR el
probrium of the world, demonstrates. ~ But the United States. itself is the:
the Soviets’ implacability, that only ~ Most important arena of ;American
underlines the near-helplessness of the . concern for human rights, the one:
United States to do anything effective  Where the most can be done. Militant;
/ aboutit, ,. .. 7).« ) protection of the Bill of Rights, strin-
- Canceling the computer shipments gent concern for due process of law, |
and other exchafiges seems clearly , theextension of equal economic oppor--
warranted, not merely as'a rebuke but -~ tunity to all classes and colors of citi--
as a substantive step' that might at’ - 2enS — these ‘are the first: human- 1
some :future. time give- theSoviets - ;"@‘s‘d"&&‘? of Amleritcans.':ang in ":3 /
greater.concern, for American reacy (; 1008 run their greatest service'even to 3
‘tioa to theiz internal indecencies, The, ,Anatoly Shcharansky.and. Aleksands,
State Depdrtmient’s reported View .. < i
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Judge Rules Against Snepp on
CiA Clearance of Book

FEDERAL judge, sharply rebuk-
Aing author Frank Snepp, has
ruled that the former CIA agent
violated the terms of his secrecy agree-
" ment by failing to submit the manu-
script of ‘‘Decent Interval” for clear-
ance prior to publication.
When PW went to press, Federal
District Court Judge Oren Lewis had

not ruled on the question of punitive |

damages the government is seeking for
the publication of Snepp’s book on the
fall of Saigon released by Random
House last fall. Nor had he issued a
written decision.

Snepp will appeal the judge’s deci-
sion, handed down from the bench in
his Alexandna, Va., courtroom June 21
following a one-and-a-haif-day trial. At
the outset, Judge Lewis denied Snepp a
jury trial, asserting that there were no
questions of fact to be determined by a
jury.

With the support of the American
Civil Liberties Union, Snepp will push

for a test of his claim that the CIA se-

crecy oath violated his First Amend-

ment right and was ‘‘fraudulently ob-

tained.”” The appeal will be made in the '
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fourth

Circuit in Richmond. That is the Circuit |
where the CIA earlier won the right to
censor classified portions of another
Random House book. ‘*The CIA and
the Cult of Intelligence’ by another
former CIA employee, Victor Marchet-
ti, with John D. Marks.

The Justice Department brought the
civil suit earlier this year seeking an in-
junction against further revelations by
Snepp, all of the author’s earnings from
the book and an unspecified amount of
punitive damages. Snepp has said that

he has now earned about $60,000 from
book sales and the sale of paperback !

rights.

From the beginning of the tral,
Judge Lewis brushed aside Snepp’s ar-
guments. ‘‘Nobody has got a right to

divuige classified information,” the

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

judge said. And the CIA has the right to
decide whether secrets are being di-
vulged. By refusing to submit his man-
uscript for a prepublication going over,
he added, Snepp had not given the
agency a chance to censor out classi-
fied information.

The former CIA agent, who served in
Vietnam at the end of the war, argued
that no classified information was in-
volved in his account. After Judge
Lewis announced his decision, Snepp
said: *'I think the agency would have
torn my book to shreds’ despite the
absence of classified data, ‘*and that is
not what the secrecy agreement is
about.”” Judge Lewis expressed con-
tempt for Snepp during the course of
the trial where both former CIA direc-
tor, William Colby, and the current di-
rector, Stansfield Turner, testified that
the Snepp defiance of his fiduciary
agreement with the agency had
flaunted the basic system of control
over employees. ‘*Over the last six to

nine months we have had a number of

sources discontinue with us,”” Turner
said. ‘““We have had very strong com-
plaints from foreign intelligence
sources. . . . If Snepp is able to get
away with this it will appear to other
people that we have no control.”
Judge Lewis said that Snepp had
written his book solely for money and
that the nominal damages normally ex-
acted in a breach-of-contract case
“‘would not be a deterrent.”” Calling
Snepp’s earnings ‘‘ill-gotten gains,”
the legal phrase used to describe funds
received by someone who breaches a

business trust, Judge Lewis said that

‘‘under the basic law of fiduciary loyal-
ty to an employer, to get inside infor-
mation . .
to the whole world everything that the
CIA did”’ was a clear breach of con-
tract.

Snepp, on the other hand, argued
that the CIA is afraid of being embar-

- and then resign and divuige !

rassed and having its incompetence ex-

posed. To support this argument he
cited many books written by former
government officials, based on their ex-
perience in government scrvice, that
have not been subject to clearance in
advance. The author wamed that if he
loses his case ‘*we’ll have a system
whereunder former CIA employees
will not be able to responsibly criticize
the CIA. If the American people want a
CIA where empioyees must muzzle all
their grievances, they’ll getit.”

SUSAN WAGNER
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THE CIA:

Snepp Snipped

After he quit the Central Intelligence
Agency, Frank Snepp wrote “Decent In-
terval,” a best seller that cataloged what
he called the U.S. Government’s dis-
graceful evacuation of Vietnam in 1975.

The CIA sued, charging that Snepp pub- !
lished the book without submitting it to
the CIA for review as he had promised.
Last week, Judge Oren R. Lewis ruled in
favor of the CIA, and ordered Snepp to
put all his profits—~about $60,000 so far,
in what Lewis called “ill-gotten gains”— :
into a court-supervised trust. If Snepp -
loses his appeal, the money will prob-
ably go to the U.S. Treasury. Lewis also
barred Snepp from writing anything else
about the CIA without its approval.
Lewis, a well-known judicial conser-
vative, said the CIA could not preserve !
security if agents were “allowed to deter-
mine what intelligence ought to be made
public.” Snepp’s lawyers argued that the
ruling violates Snepp’s First Amend-
ment rights of free speech, especially
since Snepp did not disclose classified !
information. As for the money, Snepp
said the court was “welcome” to it. But,
he added, “it won’t buy back the honor !
that the CIA lost in ... Vietnam.” :
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WASHINGTON~—A federal judge mled
Friday that-former CIA agent Frank
Snepp violated his secrecy oath by writ-
ing an unauthorized book about - the
agency. He ordered that all of Snepp's
“‘ill-gotten gains” from sales of the hxghu
ly critical book be given to the gov
ment. LTS L g

“The CIA. cannot: protect its. mtem-
gence sources-and methods- if  its. agents
are allowed to determine -what. intelli-
gence ought to be made public;” United"
States District Judge Oren Lewis said in®
a 1l4-page rulmg released. by the court
clerk. - . % ’

Snepp was proh.tblt.ed “from’ other vm-a;
lations of his secrecy agreement, by re-
quiring him to submit to the CIA for
prepublication review any manuscript
which the defendant authcrs which con-
cerns the Central Inceiligence Agency,
its activities, or intelligence activities
generally which ‘the .defendant gained
auring the course of,. ar as a resmt of
his employment.” - ok

IF THE R‘ILB\G 1sn't ove.tumcd on
an expected arpeal, Snepp stands to losa
760,000 he has 3lready received from
Look sales.

“One who breaches his trust and se~
crecy agreemen's. with the agency of tha
United Staies charged with the respensi--
buity for pretecting inteiligence sources
»nd methods ouzht net to- be.permitted
to retain  his mgotten gains ” Lewis
ruied.”. ke

By‘!ns act'ons, bnepp “has- camed {he-
United ‘States 1rreoarab.e hamr and-
loss," Lewm said. - . ;

Snepp ‘wﬂlfuny,xdehberately, and smw
reptitiously: Ureached ..bis- position <ol
trust with the CIA ‘and the secrery|
agreement dated Sept. 16, 1968, by caus-
ing Random House, Inc., to publish ‘De-:,
cent Interval’ . . ..without specific prior

$ gcrecy agreements with the agency of tha ;

“United States charged with the respensi-|
bility for protecting mtemgem:e sources !
snd methods ought net to be permitted |
to retain h:s ill-gotten gains,” Iﬁww
ruled. i

By his actions, buepp “has caused Lhe i
United States irreparabie harm and
loss,” Lewis said. .

Snepp ‘w111fu11y deliberately, and sur-
reptitiously "ureached bhis position of
trust with the CIA and the secrecy
agreement dated Sept. 16, 1968, by caus-
ing Random House, Inc., to publish ‘De-
cent Interval’ . . . withouit specific prior
approval by. the Central Intelhgence
Agency.? . o

“THIS ACTION,” the Judge said. “'in-
volves a substantial wrong to the United
States and to the public’s interest in the
effective functioning of its government.” !
- Snepp, accompanined by his lawyer,
to!1 reporters outside the courthouse,
“We will be appealing the decision.” He |
said Lewis’ courtroom behavior ‘“‘was !
outrageous.” i

Snepp said Lewis’ clam that he had
done irreparable harm to the United
States and the CIA by publishing the
book without prlor review was ‘‘pure
nonsense.”

OF THE JUDGE’S order that his prof- -
its from “Decent Interval” go to the
government, Snepp said: “They are wel-
come to them. It won't buy back the
honor the CIA lost in the final days of
the Viet Nam War.’*

Snepp worked for the CIA from Sep-
tember, 1968, until January, 1976, and
served two tours of duty in Southk Viet
Nam. They were from June, 1369, to
_June, 1971, and from October 1572, to
-April, 1975, , :

e J,
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Judge Rules Sn

and Must Forfeit Proﬁts on Book

e

|

|

-

Special to The New York Times .
ALEXANDRIA, Va. July 7 — A
Federal district judge ruled today that
i Frank W. Snepp 3d, a former-agent of the
! Central Intelligence Agency, violated his
| contract in writing an unauthorized book -
| about the agency and ordered that his
*‘ill-gotten gains'’ be:turned over to .the
| Government. L e Tt Ty
: -Judge Oren R. Lewis further ordered
Mr. Snepp to get the agency’s approval
before seeking to publish any other ma-
terial that concernedthe-agency or intelli-
gence activities in general that he ob-
tained during his‘_re_mp!oymg:nt with }he
cagency. . Ul T oEt T R
' In a 14-page ruling, Judge Lewis said"
that Mr. Snepp had. ‘‘wilfully, deliber.”
ately and surreptitiously breached his
position of trust with the C.ILA.”™ in pub-
lishing his book, ‘‘Decent Intervai,’’ with-
out obtaining prior clearance. T
Outside the Federal courthouse, Mr.
Snepp said he would appeal the ruling in
the civil suit brought against him by the
Government. e EWIT
Sees Penaity in Criticism - .
““No American should be deprived of-.
"is freedom of speech simply because he -
.riticized the Government,’* he said. °
Mr. Snepp’s book dealt with the C.I.- *
A.’s evacuation of Saigon, now called Ho-

(

Chi Minh City, at the end of the American ~

involvement in the Vietnam War. Though
the Government has not said the book -
contains any specific classified informa- "
tion, Judge Lewis ruled it had *‘caused
the United States irreparable harm and °

loss’* by impairing the: -ability of  the:

C.1.A. to gather and protect intelligence.
Robert L. Bernstein,. chairman and -
- president-of Random House, Mr. Snepp’s
publisher, said in.-a - statement that
today’s decision by Judge Lewis showed
there were two classes of American citi-
ZEnS. R e ) - - ::{
““One is the select group of high offi-
‘cials including Richard Nixon and Henry .
Kissinger who are free-to*make use of .

classified secret material in the prepara-*-

tion of books and to demand extraordi-
nary sums of money for them,’
steinsaid. bl g
J“The second class.are.the legitimate
whistle-blowers, including Frank Snepp, ~
who despite unchallenged care in pre-

e e L

*Mr. Bern-
P s 20

: "

< - a A ted P

' Frank W- Snepp as he le
"\ terdayin Alexandria,Va.

:] * not be permitted to retain “his ill-gotten

| “emment’s only two remedies to prevent |.

1i
“

_|. State Department, the Nationa

ft court yél- 1

pp Violated Contract

in an injunction to be negotiated by law-
yers for the Government and Mr. Snepp.
‘Constructive Trust’ G
" The judge’s ruling said only that one.
. who breached his trust and agreements
with an agency responsible for protecting
intelligence sources and methods should

. 8ains” and that he therefore would im-.
' pose ‘“‘a constructive trust'’ over all reve.
-gues,  gains, profits. and other benefits
gained from thebook. - - -
- - Mr. Snepp’s lawyer, Marck Lynch, said
_he assumed that the money under J udge
Lewis’s proposal wouid *‘go to the Treas-.
. m ” RN - -

" Attorney General Griffin B. Bell
« argued several months ago that the suit
against Mr. Snepp, if ultimately upheid,
was important because he had concluded
that such contracts might be the only:
realistic way for the Government to nro-
tect its secrets. This is because the Gov--

disclosure are through the use of such
* civil actions or through vigorous prosecu-
tion under the criminal law, -

- Disclosure of Secrets

_ But the Attorney General noted in an !
interview that the Government. did not |
like to bring criminal prosecution be- !
; cause if a serious secret was involved, the :
rules of procedure would almost always |
require the further disclosure of this se-. j
. cret during a trial. ' S '
The C.1.A. is not the only office to re: ‘
quire its employees to sign contracts as a |
Condition of employment or upon leaving,?
the Government. Other agencies. requir- J'
img some kind of contract include the
| Federal Bureau of Investigation, the-‘i
t I' Security-
i Agency, various sections of the Treasury
: Department, the Defense- Department;
i the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and
| the Departmentof Energy.~ :- = -~

~

!

E A S )

venting the compromise of secret materi-:
al, run the risk of a lifetime gag order and
the penaity of forfeiting any eamnings
from their writings.” . Y-
He added that the “supreme irony’’ of
the case was that Richard Helms, the for="
mer head of the C.[.A., was recently fined
. 82,000 “for lying to a Congressional com-

hittee and that Frank Snepp has suffered |- >
] ggted py J uc_!ge Lewis will bg.- worked out J

e impoundment of at least $60,000 fqg;

Random House said that about 65,000

tellig the truth.” N <~
~ Mr. Snepp said that the advance for his:
book and the sale of the paperback rights

totaled about $60,000. A spokesman for

copies of the book had already been sold.
The details of the arrangement sug

N
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Snepp Ordered
To Forfeit Profits
From CIA Book

By Charles R. Babcock -
Washington Post Stalf Writer :
A federal judge in Alexandria yes-
terday ordered former CIA officer:
Frank W. Snepp III to- forfeit to the
U.S. Treasury all the profits- from his
unauthorized book on the fall of Saigon.

Snepp also was barred from writing
anvthing else about. the-Central’ In-
telligence - Agency “without prior
agency review. ~ie i TR RN

The decision by U.S. District Court
Judge Oren R..Lewis was not surpris-
ing because he had said after z two-
day trial last month that he supported
the government’s position in its first
test of the CIA secrecy oath. . .

Snepp’s attorney, Mark Lynch, said |
yesterday that he- will: appeal the
ruling. - AN AP

Lewis ordered that a trust account
be set up to hold the profits—an esti-
mated $60.000 -so far—from “Decent -
Interval.” Snepp’s critical account of
ClA.operations in the last days of the
Vietnam war. Lewis’ order does not
affect profits earned -by Random:
House, the publisher of the book.

Justice Department officials, who
are to prepare-papers outlining the

L R AT

trust and terms of -the injunction, ]

said yesterday the mechanics for
handling the money. are still-to. be:
worked out. But it is clear, they said,
that the funds will go to the Treasury.
if Snepp’s appeals fail. - PR
Lewis said_he_assessed the damages

because hé found Snepp has ‘will:
fuily, deliberately and surreptitiously”
breached the secrecy agreement he|
signed”on- joining the CIA in 1968. . |
That agreement requires agencyre-’i
view of any propeosed- manuscript to
ensure. classified information ‘is not
divulged. -~ ¢inaiio Sy g o E
While the ‘government never .con-
tended that Snepp's book contained
any classified material” Lewis said
vesterday “that' Snepp “is<'nmot' the
judge of what portiens, if- any, of
ClA's intelligence may be mad
public." ,»... : [ A.?:Z"'..‘ LI SO 54 ~,.v ,.. 1
The judge concluded that. the un-
reviewed publication - “caused - the:
United States irreparable barm and!
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* Tosé. It has impaired the CIA’s ability

to gather and protect intelligence re-
lating to the security of the United
States of America.” :
Awarding nominal damages, as:
Snepp’s lawyer argued, “would be'
nothing more than a license to con-
tinue doing that which the law for-
bids” Lewis.said.. Snepp, he added,
“ought not to be permitted to retain;
his ill-gotten gains.” . ’
Snepp told reporters outside the:
Alexandria courthouse yesterday that!
the government was welcome to the!
profite-from~his book. “It won’t buy|
them ‘back the honor the CIA lost in
the finat days of the Vietnam War,”
he saidol ST - T :

Fos,

Robert L.:Bernsteiny chairman and
president '6f ' Random. House, de-
nounced: Lewis’sorder yesterday, call-
ing it a ‘bad joke.” ; . |
He said the order shawed that there
are two classes of citizens: former:
high officials, such as Richard M. Ni-!
xon and Henry Kissinger who can use
secrets in- their writings, and “legit-
mate whistleblowers” like Snepp who
took pains not-to compromise secrets
vet still face gag orders. .
Berustein said he found it a “su-
preme irony” that former CIA direc-
tor Richard M. Helms was fined $2,000
for lying to Congress while Snepp has
had $80,000 impounded for telling the'!
truth.” i
Lewis' proposed injunction: against
Snepp is not as severe as one in ef-
fect against Victor Marchetti, another
former CTA official who- published an|
earlier book about the agency. He is)
forbidden te speak or write about the
CIA witnout prior agency review.
Marchetti” went to: court- to contest
agency -deletions in- his book, “The
CIA and the Cult of Intelligence,”
and lost. The Snepp case is the first
time the. government. has. gone to
court to test the legitimacy of the CIA
secreey oatly as applied to unclassified|
information. - - :
Snepp lawyer Lynch “said yesterday-]
that ha: will base his: appeal on the;
grounds .that Snepp-did not violate
the terms of the agreement he signed;
on leaving the agenay in 1876 and on
the constitutional grounds that a per-
son cannot sign.away . First-Amend-
ment rights. .. - T L .
The later secrecy agreement states;
there shall be no- disclosure of classi-
fied information or any information
not already- made public. The govern-
ment acknowledged Snepp had done_
neither in his book. : .
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~ Hiil Probe Sparked by Snepp Case |

By Willlam Delaney
Washingion Star Statf Writer

Apart from the highly publicized
case of ex-CIA agent Frank W. Snepp
ITI, uncounted thousands of federal

employees in oifices as dissimilar as 1

the Treasury and Energy Depart-
ments routinely sign agreements not
to reveal information they pick up on
the job, according to a House Judici--
ary subcommittee memorandum.
~ Intrigued - by - the* government’s
civil prosecution of Snepp~— whose
profits on ' an -unauthorized book
about the CIA -were ordered im-
pounded Friday by.a federal judge — -
California Democratic Rep. Don Ed--
wards asked the staff of his subcom-
mittee on civil and constitutional
rights.some time ago to check into -
the use of *‘security daths’* through-
out the government. . .
The resulting 16-page memoran-
dum, -completed for Edwards last
month, shows numerous such agree-
ments in force at agencies ranging
from the Nuclear Regulatory Com-.
mission tg Treasury’s Bureau of Gov-
ernmental Financial Operations. R
“The variety in .the ways they

word these things is interesting,’’ ob--

-

served one source. ‘‘All this memo is
is a quick study; it's certainly not

. definitive, but there appears to be no

_ agreements are worded.”’

; immediate plans for a hearing on the

ya

government-wide policy on how these |
AN AIDE SAID Edwards has no .

topic, - but was -investigating court
decisions and other evidences as to
“‘how the government deals with the
First. Amendment: rights of its em- |
ployees.” .o & T A
‘ June 29 President Carter signed
an executive order liberalizing the 4
classification-- of ‘government- docu-+#
ments, but a White House aide said

the ‘new order does not appear. to

alter present agency policies on'se-
curity oaths. IR L S R
The Edwards subcommittee memo
divides these oaths into two types: -~
¢ *““One that acknowledges an obliga-
tion not to release classified informa--
tion but does not itself require:
prepublication review."” Such agree-
ments often refer explicitly to the
eriod ' after which the émployee 4
eaves government service. R
e ‘“The second type of agreement is °
more clearly "a contract and ad-

dresses itself to pre-publicaion clea:-; y
ance.” . L

In addition, some agencies require -
*‘security termination statements” in
which departing employees promise
not to divulge restricted data without

approval from the agency. -

CONFLICTING INTERPRETA-
TIONS of the-security oath Snepp
took when he joined the CIA in 1968
and his termination statement when
resigning in 1976 were at the heart of

the government’s civil action against
him before U.S. District Judge Oren
.R, Lewisin Alexandria. - - .,

. Snepp contended that his-termina-
tion: statement modified his - initial
areement to release no information
obtained while he was a.CIA em-
ployee and in fact permitted him to
publish unclassified information
without the agency’s prior approval.

. Lewis, however, held that the ter-
mination statement banned Snepp
from releasing “‘any information con-
cerning intelligence of CIA that has
not been made public by CIA.”

Lewis’ ruling, which Snepp is ap-
pealing, requires the former agent to
turn over to the government some
$60,000 in earnings (plus future royal-
ties) from- Snepp's book, “Decent
Interval,”” a critical account of the
agency’s actions during the 1975
American evacuation of Saigon.

“The Edwards subcommittee
memorandum, reportedly assembled
by a staff intern, includes the follow-
ing agencies as requiring security
_oaths of some or all employees: the
Departments of State, Defense,
Treasury, Energy and Justice; the
Agency for International Develop-
ment; the International Communica-
tions. Agency (formerly the U. S.
Information Agency); the FBI; the
Defense Intelligence Agency...” .
- FOR EXAMPLE, the memo says
all civilian and military personnel in
the Office of the Secretary of Defense
are required to sign, as a condition of
employment, the following .state-
ment: - oA ST T

“] agree that I will never divulge,
publish or reveal, either by: word,
conduct or by any other means, any
classified inforation, intelligence or.
knowledge, except in the perform-,
ance of my official duties and in ac--
cordance with the laws of the United

.mination of my service with the U.

|

States, unless specifically authorized
in writing in each case by the Secre-
tary of Defense. . .. N
.- “T understand that no change _m‘
my assignment or empioyment will
reYieve me of my obligation under
this agreement and that the provi-
sions of this agreement will remain
binding upon me even after the ter-j

Certain Energy Department em-
ployees = must, according to the
memo, swear upon leaving the de-
partment not to reveal ‘‘to any per-
son any restricted data, formerly re-
stricted data, or other classified
information of which I have gained
knowledge except as authorized by
‘law, regulations of DOE, or in writ-
ing by officials of the DOE empow-
ered to grant permission for such dis-
closure.™

CIVILIAN DIA EMPLOYEES
must. swear to clear ‘‘all manu-
scripts, articles, speeches and
papers’ derived from their on-the-
%ob information with the agency be-i
ore discussin% them with ‘‘any pub-
lisher, editor, literary agent or other
unauthorized person.’’ :

A draft of Carter’s recent execu-
tive-order on the extent and duratio:%

of classifying government works con
i a section reaffirming th
authority of agencies to require s
curity oaths of employes but that sec~
tion was reportedly dropped with they

Sne;i_% case still pendin&.
“That’s a problem that still has to
be dealt with,” said one administra-
tion source. . : -
The subcommittee memorandum
indicates ‘“‘no response’”’ from the
CIA as to its security-agreement
practices. One source said the CIA
promised. to respond to the query
when the Snepp case wasover.
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' Publishers’ Groups to File Brief |

Supporting Former C.1.A. Agent ;
WASHINGTON, July 9 (AP) - The As- 5
sociation of American Publishers says' |
that it plans to file a *‘friend of the court”” ;
legal brief supporting the right of Frank l
Snepp, a former agent of the Central In- !
telligence Agency, to.write about the C.I.-
A.'s operations: The brief will be filed in |
the United States Court of Appeals for the
Fourth District:. -

Last week a Federal judge ordered Mr.”
Snepp to surrender his profits from the
book ‘‘Decent Irfterval,’”! which details
C.L.A. activitiesfin the [ast days of the
Vietnam War, and to get agency-approval
before writmg anything further about the:
agency. Judge Oren’ Lewis said that Mr.,
Snepp had breached a contract with the’
agency requiring prior- appmval by the
agency of publications,.. ..

The publishers’ groups says that the
C.L.A. contract violates Mr. Snepp's First
Amendment rights to speak freely on
issues of public importance and allows
the Government to censor, nonclassxfled
! information.
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. ations: ink Vietnam<: MrvSneW‘ahr red
) qmredtoobmcww hcﬁretryhgto*

_and blow the whistle: : ,..p, 1

‘for the-suit;and*now-the’ penaity:against |

that control. can bemaintained: on. egitim

Snepp anq

Iegltlmaté'ésecre yj

“In order:Yo maintain your secrets, you' must»-
have some visible means of coatrol,’” said Ad-.
miral Turner, Director. of Central Inteiligence; -
and we agree with: hime:~The= question:1s :
whether the best means is the kind of contract.:
system which former CIA agent Frank Shepp
was. found to-have violated by. & federal district "
judge. Eartier- this “year- former. Director of .

“Decent-Interval,’™ his' book aba cmw

publish anything eise-drawm froifrhis CIA em-]
ployment:$ xwﬁww mxﬂ
- The- judgment: was- clouded” bys Some-of:
court proceedings. On grounds- thaknorfactml
disputes- needed- to - be- deeided;“Judgge< Lewis
had denied:Mr: Snepp’s request for a jury trhb
The judge-reportedly-left no~doubt=about. his*
views-against Mr. Snepp trom- the-beginning’
The net.impcession was not oF Amencan“jm-q
tice at its most judicious:¢ - sy

_Snepp’s alleged breach of eontract 'agamst the

‘secrets while not preventing at any level the.

“éntered on his job. with: a. requesutc the

'covenng only. those:. mtemgencesourcaand*
; tion” by & foreign power if. they were reporteds

-of the statute only to those.who had,wmi
Jally promised to keep these secrets. A probiem]

public’s need to have-information ‘beyond: offi-}
cial handouts' about~ agencies”operating’in- :
name. One of Mr Snepp’s’ lrgumems-vyas that
agency officials were already- leaking bi 3
versions of. what went.on.in Vietnam while sup-’
pressing his request to offer his on-th&spot
criticisms of the Saigon evacuation in‘2
ment for internal use. He dectded to gorpubhc

The judge's ruling; !nnged on-

CIA employee not to ‘publish-without CIA:‘ap-
proval. In suing: Mr. Snepp for damages,”
government: did . not: charge- Mr7,Snepp:with dis-»
closing classified: lntmnaﬂon,twmmhe SRy
he did not.do.y;s ~;¢~.= Ma»ﬁm&&

This- leaves the sConclusion- that ‘the reas

Snepp,~was- not: that- he-:violated secrecy-
that hé: defied: thtvCIA’a-contnct*method ot:
“visible: means. of .control’!::
Turner’s. phrase.- The- question- remams how:

— *...‘..

kind of disclosures whose necessity was one of.
the lessons of legislative -scrutiny of the in~
telligence agencies. Indeed..Admiral. Turner.

‘that: information about lapses be ‘passed-on to |
him. At some. pomtth&pubhc. too mns&bc m~
formed. . AN

- Which- bring&ubad urllr. Colb!'sdonbts
about the- contract system and-his suggestions
beyond it. He toki-a Senate: subcommittee that-
the government should not ‘‘turm:franticaily te
attempts_to enforce,contmctsorobtam dam--.
ages. He indicated injunctions were’a’ doubt- ]
ful remedy mlighto! Supreme Court decisions:
against prior restraint of publication. ;% ", 1

‘He " proposed ‘a cmmml ‘statute lnrrtwvl)r‘<

methods vulnerable to ‘‘termination or

A further limitation womd“nemthe application

herenughtanselfsuchasystemwere‘medtc
Create new prmleged and_tmpﬁvﬂege(dam

‘But the thrust would be~away from genenl-
ized pre-censorship. There would be judicial
adversary proceedings to decide on what mate-
rial was covered. Reporters could not be pros-]
ecuted for having the mformation. Clemnce
of manuscripts would be voluntary Car

;These are_not the only possible anemﬂves.*
But they suggest an awareness of the need for
change highlighted by‘the Snepp case.. .

SR TR auA

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1



‘what is involved-is:much. largeraThe:government is greater than did Mr. Snepp. - T e e
.attempting to-

tomn?" alo ¢ ;@‘q_enemgrgegconld writeshis-book semi-public operations.. The danger of the Snepp case isi
:.w_ithqiﬁgt@a‘gpggggmbutiqn.; s0:long- as~he, did; not-. -that if the;government is. upheld on: the- legality* of;
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T-}IE;DECISI_ON?OESJudg&Oren‘. R* ewis: in- the. - point has legal merit in determining what the cony
_ case of Frank W. Snepp III'and his book; “Decent tract"actually ‘means is now up to the Court of Ap-

Interval,” wag*anything hut A-Surprise=Giveri. the , peals,but it seems to be a strong argument at least in-

views the fidgR hiad expressed during thetriak it was~ terms.of reducing the penalty Judge Lewis imposed.-

almost,tcel;tainty:thatheswguld;ruleﬁhatngheﬁp{f A more just penalty, if Mr. Snepp-loses on appeal,

Vivlated:shis eontracts with the- Central Intelligence - might bé tohave his lawyers paid out of the book’s

Agency:hxggilingy&ubmit,hjﬁnpggsqi t-fom pre:” ?Tprofitsfvﬂt_bgthe‘gov'emme'nt taking what is left. That
publication-review.-And- glvemh]&own».petsonzf out.. :’f;wduld leaveMr. Snepp neither richer. nor; poorer. be-;
rage at.what,Mr:'Snepp-had: done. Judge Tewis'may ‘cause of his error; if he made one." >+ <3~ . o - ek

well believe he.let Mr. Snepp off.lightly: byioniyjcon- - ~Beyond the legal issues of this particular case; how-]

o .

e, 3

p bttt o et T~ -

fiscating the profits from the book: %0 far... .~ ever, are some major issues-of public policy. Should

. Mr:Snepp’s lawyer nfs:th&deanon?,mnbe ap- - some, but. not all, former government employees be
pealed. It qhotﬂd—ibg}ll{e&;re;ﬁfo:ﬁ;humtﬁ@i'in’ allowed: to’ write: about their experiences so long ‘as;
this case that deserve more careful-judicial'scrutiny - they-do not disclose ‘classified: information? Should:
than thejhgvg'rgcﬂéiy}gd{h@;,@gpgzjgcw_ignging the some, but not all, of these empioyees be able to-deter+
legal right of the goveriiment to-require some.of its “mine: for themselves what- is ang is not classified?
employees.to sign such prior-review contracts before Should some, but not all,-employees have to submit
they go toywork. He is alsa contending that he did not - their manuscripts for review to the very agency they
vilate the teérms of ‘the contract as they had’previ- are criticizing or embarrassing? We are thinking, for
ously beem interpreted and applied to the publication- . example; of books by former presidents, Cabinet offi-
of non-secret information, A FEN %40 cers and some lesser but stil high-ranking officials
‘Those points are the legal essence of the case.But that relied on classified information to an extent far
to-establish that such contracts;signed by ~ What is needed is a general overhaul of the laws bar-

alk employees-of  1hé"CIA ‘arid/% féw-other’ agencies, ring the disclosure of classified information and a re-or.
are enforceable imrcourt If they are, the government dering of the arrangements government ‘makes with
hopes that wilLbe a deterrent sufficient to-discourage . individuals- in -sensitive positions. The government’s
other. ex-agepts: from writing,; without™clearance, true:interest is-in protecting legitimite secrets, not in;
about-their experiences: If- they aren’t;. the govern- suppressing embarrassing: information. In the case of |
mentmﬂkn!ﬁt&thinh'npﬁbthel;ﬂa‘f;fto‘fblﬁ'cfptﬁblica-v the CIA, the vital interest is in protecting the sources of.
tion of similar-Books.# 4 e Pronir IR P L - < intelligence: and- the methods of gathering it, dot in
~Jn-that sense; Mr: Snepp is a°guinea pig;He was not=wblocking. publication of material  critical of fts .own

S J

I,
=

remlmsgsecM _§n¢fpn94-ha§irg&ed that:he - these Contracts; it will forget about the need to find. a

nmatle:any.such.revelations. Other ex-CLA employees - better-Balance than now exists between the-protection |

_had{dqnﬁiﬁﬂﬂaﬁﬁin;ﬁ@:‘ég < past” Whether; that. gf real secrets and the publication of critical'comment.

(2te ik e lore aw ol SO

RECRISUNY - e TG o L IS N T e ekt b otts s D
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Three
Vital

.. I TR AP

Does the Government havemc,righd
to impose-secrecy o certain-Govern--
ment employees, even-when: theym
longer work for the Government-and |

even when classiffed national security
information is not at stake? ¥isza

If Judge Oren Lewis's decision is up-’
beld by Federal appeals courts in the |
case of Frank Snepp, the former Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency official who
wrote a book called “Decent Inter-
val,” the answer to this. quation‘ is
yes. Judge Lewis, after a trial in which
he made no secret of his astonishing
partiality, has ruled that Mr. Snepp’s
royalties be impounded as “ill-gotten
gains”’ derived from writing a book not
authorized by the C.I.A., and that he
get the agency’s approval before writ.
ing anythingelseaboutit. - =, -~

Mr. Snepp, who was stationed in
South Vietnam during its: final‘ con.
quest by North Vietham, returned to
this country and reported through offi.
cial channels on what he saw as the
C.I.A.’s inept performance in the last
days of the war. When no notice was
taken of his report, he resigned, wrote
a book detailing his cbargu and pub-
lished it without agency review., - ...

The Government claims this. vio-{ -

lated a secrecy oath Mr. Snepp had
signed with the C.LA. The Govern.
ment does not claim. that Mr. Snepp
disclosed classified or national se.
curity information. Yet, Judge Lewis
declared . grandiloquently that the
book’s publication had ‘“‘caused the
United States: irreparable harm and
loss** and “impaired the C.1.A.'s abil-
ity to gather and protect intelligence

reiating to the security of. the United ;|
States.”s, A Jhif i SbeT P S

In fact].Frank- Snepp’s. book. im-
paired the CI.A.’s ability to cover up

its own ineptitude and itsr unwilling- -

ness to correct its-deficiencies; and
the “‘irreparabie harm” is about to be

May: an“American citizen be con-
victed of a crime because of evidence:
obtained through a warrantless wire-
tap? - u Y :

No, if the crime is extortion or rob-
beryor stock-swindling or rape or as-
sault and battery or murder; but yes,
if the charge is Spying, and if appeals
courts uphold the conviction and sen-.

tencing (to 15 years) of Ronald ,_L.'_

Humphrey as aspy for Vietnam.

- The prime: evidence against Mr.
Humphrey‘y,as obtained from a war-
rantless tap on the phone of his alleged
Co-spy,.. David. Truong;. the Govern-
ment might never have connected Mr.
Humphrey to the case without the tap-
evidence. Yet, for the first time in
American history, such evidence w

-considered “tainted’” in ‘every other

kind of criminal case — was admitted
into evidence, Additionally, Judge Al.
bert V. Bryan made the dubious ruling
that during part of its existence, the
tap was primarily used for. intelli.
gence, but that for a t period
it was-“prosecutoriai” in nature. Only
evidence obtained the prosecu.
torial period was ruled. inadmissible,
but that-was enough to convict Mr..
Humphrey, * - - el
Attorney General

deliberately to have sought, in this

case, to validate the use of warrantless

wiretaps by the Government in foreign.
intelligence cases..Yet, a bil} has been.
passed by the Senate and is pending in

the House to require judicial warrants
even for foreign intelligence taps, just

as they are aiready required for taps |

used in criminal and domestic intelli-

Mr. Bell has pledged the Carter Ad-.
ministraton to abide by the pending
legislatiqn; but the Humphrea

done to (a) future: mﬁst::ht:lowe?t:
in security agencies m wan!

inform the public about Government
misdeeds;’ (b) the- taxpayers. and
voters who need such information, and

(c) the First Amendment. ... : *72.1,

-

Grii‘ﬁan‘e‘l‘l.seems .

- FR.E
. WEre. agents provocateurs in.. civil

——
- INTHE NATION.

raises troubling questions about that
Commitment. Besides, the wiretap bill
is in trouble in the House and may not
pass — in which case, approval by the
appeals courts of Mr, Humphrey’s
conviction would leave the Govern..
ment with greatly expanded wiretap
and prosecutorial powers, ---- -
' Can the identity of confidential
Sources of information be concealed
even when their names gqre of vital im-
portance to a criminal defendant or to
one side in a civil case? T

- No, not if the confidential source is
thatofa journalist; but yes in the case
of an F.B.I, * er,” if Attormey

'General Bell is upheid ‘in his conten-

deyelopn:ng the party’s $40-million civii
Suit against the ‘ernment.
' The Socialist Workers contend that
the F.B.I used its so-called “inform-
ers” illegally, to disrupt party activi. |
ties. To prove these » it needs

contempt order, pending resolution of
MTr. Bell's appeal.

~ Are police informers to be given an
immunity no one ejse can claim? Re.

;’oenUY discovered evidence in Ala.

bama suggests, for instance, that

“informers” there - actually

rights bombings and other cases. And
anyway, what gives the. Attorney
General, any more than the rest of us.»j

. the right to decide which court orders’
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NEWSDAY
23 June 1978

‘A One-S_lded Hearing on CIA Censorslupl

‘ e . P

“Pm’ certain_you're. en route to Rach-J
mond,” afederal judge told a defense at- .
torney this- week in Alexandria, Va. "T'll
showyou the way. It’s nght down Route I-

195 T TET -

Rxchmond ig where the U S. Court of ’
Appeals for the.Fourth Circuit is- located,
and District’ Judgs- Oren - Léwis. pointed’

- the defense.attorney there in no uncertain
terms: An appeal was all but guaranteed
by the judge’s blatant bias against defen- 3.

_dant.Frank Snepp, an. ex-CIA. agent. who: §

“had published a highly critical book about>
theaagency’su performance in, Vxetnam»
without obtaining | prior, approvaI..“, i

Snepp=stands accused of vxolatmg his -_

' contract with- the CIA; whach the govern-- -
-ment-contends: covers any publication i in- =
volving the agency, whether class:ﬁed in~ _’

( ' formation. is divulged or:not. Even-the |

. _ government: doesn’t clmm that Snepp’s .

! book . contains’ secrets or: classified data
not already revealed by:the CIA itself."

Talk about a kangaroo court. The facts
were -not -in- dispute;: Judge Lewis told ..
Snepp,~and denied. him~a‘jury- trial. He 3
thenﬂnformed Snepp’s lawyer that:the: ~:
evidence : "wont “make any difference.”
And: apparently it dido’t. Leww‘ruled =

- against. Snepp after & day-and-a-half trial .
peppered’ with admonitiona and seoldmg& q

of the- defendant. He- wouldnt even allowf
‘the defenseto crose-examme CIA dlrector

... ~ o]

sided" t.hat 1trfnust have been an embar~ :
rassment’ even to the gevermnent. :_
The quahons raised in the Snepp case
are serious ones that merit more than eur:
. sory-attention, not just by the courts but -
‘by-the adxmmstratxon, Congress, the CIA:
( \ and the pubhc. Iudge Lewis obviously had
‘ his mind made up before. the trial bem
| ' ‘wehopetheappealseourtwﬂlsendthe
- case-back.for‘a fair hearing:. = "= H—ﬂ- J

A TIAN R b e e RE S TR T T~
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MERIDEN RECOQ
23 June 1978

[ R ‘ -:l.":-c. o mt T
| Bad day for
It was a bad ‘day for the defense in
Alexandria, Virginia. % i -
That's where Frank.Snepp, . former .
C.I.A. agent, is on trial in Federal Dis-
trict Court for ‘publishing his book,
«Decent Interval’ withoutbenefit -of
C.LA. clearances: i #um.i-i 1570
What made the day. grim for Snepp
and his attorneys: was. the attitude of

District,.Judgej{;o;en;._}ﬁewis. The ex-<’

4
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e Mt -

the defense !

tion,” terming the defense’s view of
‘the meaning on “classified” a mere
“matter of semantics.. He shut off a line

* of questioning by defense attorneys,

saying that.*“‘We are not going to make

;
-

“the C.I.A.- be-exposed to-any:more

thari they have been.”, -~ . "% &
. The role of the American judiciary’
is to serve as an impartial referee at 3*

trial. The aim of even-handed justice,

C.LA. operative:'is: accused, by the. . from.the account of the Alexandria

goverriment.. of breach. of his promise

of secrecy. by publishing his account of.. ", sed by Judge Lewis. Rather than pro-

the last days of the American pre-.

asking that as- punishment, all
royalties. received: from. the - book be
given to the government. ... ; '

It's a civil case: not.a criminal trial,.

and consequently -the- rules. ‘are- . so early and so clearly during the pro-
cedings, Judge Lewis may well be lay--

somewhat different from the pro-

cedural safeguards required by the

Constitution in_a. prosecution. There..
are many. however, who feel that.the. .
government’s case against Snepp
should be a persecution, as well as a *
prosecution, and Judge Lewis appears. .
tobeoneofthem. .. ... . )

P T
L L TN

In what was called a “‘series of stern .
rulings,” the judge: threw out the de- ©

fense’s request for a jury trial. on the -

that there were no_facts-in .

dispute. He indicated that “nobody has

— R G e S

, have. .-

a right to divulge-classified informa-.

_trial so far, seems to have 'been mis-

‘viding a calm, reasoned atmosphere,

" sence in Saigon...The government is--- he appears fo be behaving like:a
litigant himself and adding to the chill~

" ing effect of the government’s lawsuit.
. _Even the darkest of days may have
a silver lining: by showing his colors

ing the groundwork for a defense._ap-

.. peal. The wages of judicial sin, after

."all, are appellate reversals. Small

_comfort. perhaps, but at this point, it

seems about all Snepp and Company
4 . .

'- _.-._L';'w

N peswe-aan Lol
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PHILADELPHIA
26 June 1978

Wehopemedmcnewrcomswhen,
people of conscience in our government
stop “blowing the whistle’” on ths mis.
takes and misdeeds of those in authority.. -

That’s an aspect of the trial of Frank -
Snepp, a  former Central Intelligence-
Agencyxamlyst,whichshmﬂdmkcm
all uneasy. - - -,

Atthasameﬁme weAm'eﬂeamsim-r‘
plyhavetobeglntoaskmnselvesifw&~
can- continue .to have an intelligence:-
agency at- all" ‘uniess there “are. some-
guidelinasasﬁotbewaythatwhisﬂaa:
blvnand these are followed. ==+

of the agency’s. alleged failures durlng ol
the American evacuation of Saigon mf
1975. He didn’t submit the book for CIA °
clearance despite: a ‘“‘secrecy - agree-
ment.”” The CIA and the Justice Depart-
_ment have sought in a breach of contract
smttnmkeawayhisproﬂrs!mmthe
book as damages. g

Mr. . Snepp has contended that he
wasn’t obligated to-submit his book for
review as he didn’t” disclose classified
information. He says. he wrote the book
“beuusalthwghtthemshmldlearp
from its mistakes.” He thinks that if he
loses the case there’ll be a CIA that

marchash:bureaucnticlockstep”and
immune _to criticism from former
‘empl i R O e-g _
. \stl, theCIA. tattmdandmfrom :
years of disclosures and criticisms, is ob-
' vigusly seeking to reestablish control and
discipline that it regards as essential to
the. conduct of an intelligence operaticn.
Even when an ex-employe doesn’t reveal
classified information in a publication,
and the Government doesn’t contend Mr.
. Snepp did, it ean be and is argued that

‘.-.-.-‘
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.‘-_g"lngcm’sm S
2 Butwekeepcomingbacktothebas
. point that our society must continue to
- work- towards proper oversight in this .
- sensitive ‘area of intelligence activities
%andtherearenowcongressimalcommiu
5teachargedwiththismpombihty. :

. iThe whistle-blowers on intelli
-matters should be-able to reix on

.f,msinslytheym—andmll.

val ex-employe, should pass on this.

The federal judge in this case has not
yet. formally ruled, but he has said that .
he thinks Mr. Snepp deliberately and wil- .
fully breached a contract and breached,
the public trust and *‘did it for money.”" ;

This reference to what the judge called,
Mr.Snepp’s “ill-gotten gains,” however,.
may also be a painful reminder of how |
many. public servants, far more highly |
placed than Mr. Snepp, made a good deal f
more money out of writing about their
betrayals of government- and actual)
crimes than he has made out of criticiz-o

|

‘."‘i’ :i

LA -

gress for corrections.We hope that
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U. S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT

17 JULY 1978

Lettersﬁ
to the Editor

National Security Agency

Your cover story on the National Se-
curity Agency-{June 26] was well writ-
ten and informative. Despite this, I
would rather that it had not been pub-
lished. Exposure of the actions of the
FBI and CIA led to a curtailment of
their inteiligence-gathering " capabili-
Hes. I hope your article does not result
in a cry for similar restrictions on the
operations of the NSA.

Falls Church, Va.

Washington Whispers,

GREC Fu

!

Friends say CIA Director Seansfield |
Turner is suill simmering over the |
way the White House bandled the |
charges of Cubag complicity in the |
invasion of Zaire. To refute denials ‘

from Fidel Castro, presidential aides
tried 0 pressure the CIA to release
more and more intelligence indicat-
ing Cuban involvement—even at the
risk of revealing secret intelligence !
methods and sources that would com. f
promise the agency. ‘

ﬁ
|

t
Kremlinologists are speculating that |
bigh awards recently handed our o &
three prominenr Sovier surgeons of- |
fer clues to what ails Sovier leader
Leonid Brezknev. Oae of the special- !
ists is 2 heart expert, another 2 kidpey
expert, the third a urologist, -

!

B 2R 2
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ST. LQUIS POST-DISPATCH

3 July 1978

A World At Risk

The U.N. General Assembly s Special Ses-
sion on Disarmament opened last month in an
aura- of hope and idealism and has now passed
into history in ambiguity at best. Its final docu-
ment was a vague and pious declaration of the
obvious dangers of nuclear weaponry. Indeed in -

"some quarters the session has been dismissed

as an outright failure. In.that view, nothmg
constructive really happened; the world is just.
as dangerous for one and all as it was when the -
session began six,weeks ago. And to a consider- -
able extent, that may well be a realistic reading

of the condition' of the world if not of the ss-~

sion’s positive potential.. "+ 2% fe
One of the difficulties that the meeting faced

‘was the failure-of:the- superpowers to take it

seriously — or at. Jeast to give the appearance

that they accorded it the highest possibie priori--

ty. Neither- President Carter nor Saoviet leader

_ Brezhnev put in an appearance, and that cast a
shadow of impotence over the proceedings. “Ta .
be sure, the U.S. and the Soviets were locked .-

- into their own bilateral negotiations over strate- ;
gic arms and significant associated matters: |
The latter include laudable efforts to bar nucle- -

" ar tests, to prevent an arms:.race in outer space, -

to curb the threats of chemical and radiological .-

warfare, to limit military activity in the Indian

Ocean and to achieve a reduction in force levels *

in Central Europe, where more than 1.5 million

armed men face each othe: on exther sxde of the

Iron Curtain. ke

some distance from the U.N. session, which im:
fact was largely irrelevant to their resolution.

Hence it is not surprising that mest of the Third

World countries, unable to dramatize the link-
tage they saw between disarmament and devel-
"opment, thereafter played little part in the work
of the session, although they were largely re.
_sponsible for convening it in the first place.
~Even that champion of peace and disarma-
.ment, India, made no effort to press for a mora~
- torium on the testing of nuclear weapons and a
{ ban on their use.
g But there were some positive achievements.
: One of the most significant was the assembly’s
I decision to enlarge its Commission on Disarma«<
ment to'include France and China, both nuclean;
~ powers, and to provide for a system of rotating

Py » leadership to replace the joint Soviet-American

" leadership that in"the 19 years of the group’s
.existence has' produced not disarmament but
vastly ‘expanded armament throughout_ the

., world. -France'and China had previously re-

fused to participate in the work of the commis<
‘'sion: because of.superpower domination. They,
now have an opportumty to show 1f they can do
any better.. -

" The prospects are hatdly encouragmg A
Central Intelligence Agency study made pubhq
the other day played up the substantial increase
in military spendmg that can be’ anncxpated
from the Soviets in the next few years. It madé
no mention of the Pentagon’s spending plans,
but one can be sure that they will be anything
but modest, even if a strategic arms agreement

"~ is buttoned up in Geneva next month. For in
Still, these vital issues, touchmg the hvos of *

all the people of the worid, not merely Ameri-.

cans-or Russians, were.being negotiated ac .

setting new ceilings on strategic weaponry, that
agreement will be a license for both sides to
build up to them. That will be better than an
uncontrolled race to mutual extinction. But it
will be a long way from what the disarmament
#sign was supposed to be all about.. ...

R APt
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THE WASHINGTON STAR (GREEN LINE)

ARTICLE APPEARED 13 July 1978
ON PAGE_C-l

- Hugh Sidey (WDVM-9)=** . ! It is true that there is
less.aeed today:for-secrecy than we used to thini. It
alsois:trué that we need to. watch the FBI and the CIA
more clpuly-. But there must be some method by which
we can inform ourselves of those who would damage or
qest;pym society. The:eml:;te be some trust: placed
.1n our public servants to use the power we giv them
correctly . .. v G 818’ .

CUNT e e
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OAlY IAANLLOLY LAANMLINLEK

28 June 1978

.Spymg between the SUperpOWers .

ILLIAM COLBY, who headed the CIA from’
1973 to 1978, doesn’t think highly of today's .
Soviet spies. He says they lack ideological fervor. -

‘The Russians offer “some guy $5,000 or $15,000 for
“secrets. Theyll get odds and ends t.hat way, but they

won’t. get vexy much." _ » o

-

How true! Take the two Sov:etemployea of the ‘_

United Nations who were arrested in New Jersey _
on charges of buying defense secrets from a US.
.naval officer. The data they got.was worthless
because the American was cooperating with the
FBI.'meRusiansdidn‘tkmwwhentocomein
from the cold.” . x

—r-'

Sowemlnkane«cmngeofmispairfor'

. capture. Up to now, each country in recent years

-

.- released the other’s spfes without undue publicity.

o2 e ™ v

Amierican businessman Francis Crawford is a good "

deal. Crawford was impnsoned in Moscow on -

obviously trumped up currency charges in retalia-

tion for the New Jersey arrests. The three have.-
been 'released in custody of their respective

":*" Spying is a tit for tat busines between the two

[y

ambamdoxs and are expected to be tree soon to
return home. - SO 3

’

superpowers, with agreed on protocol in case of

- This time, however, the United States, for undis-
closed reasons, blew'the whistle immediately o
.Valik Aleksandrov Enger and Rudolph Petronovich.
Chemyayev. ST LY et

Soviet President Leonid Brezhnev's edginss is
understandable-in light of his problems with China
and Western criticism of his imperialist aspirations
in Africa. But we believe the espionage arrange-
ments between Moscow and Washington will return
to the status quo without harm to detente. President
Carter echoed otr feelings when he said he believes
Brezhnev wants peace. “We're too strong a nation to |
be puslled around. We want to be ﬁ-iends thh the
&Viet& -1 --;,, R A

;._'w e .

‘i L& .
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RICHMOND TIMES-DISPATCH

7 July 1978

The Priorities of

Counterintelligence

WASHINGTON — In the wake of the South
Korean scandals, Congress wants more
scrutiny of what the intelligence agents of
friendly governments are up to in this country.
The problem is how to devote more attention
to the “‘friendlies’* when the “unfriendlies’’ are
so0 busy. In calling for closer attention to the
secret operations of our allies in the United
States, theSenateIntelligenceCommitteetakes
pains to stress that Soviet espionage poses a
much more serious and continuing threat.
The American counterintelligence network is
stretched tight by the ubiquity of Soviet and
satellite officials on long-term assignments.
Serving as diplomats, members of the U.N.
staff, trade representatives and news cor-
respondents, these officiais form an indispen-
sable base for Soviet espionage operations.
This roster of communist visitors has been
steadily expanding. It totals now about 2,200 of-
ficials, including some 300 Russians who are
members of the U.N. Secretariat in New York.
The latter do not enjoy diplomatic immunity,,
but they are not impeded by the travel restric-

tions which bind Soviet diplomats. A Russian .

diplomat who has defected to the British has
recently identifiedafreshcoveyof Sovietagents
among U.N. staff employees in New York and
Geneva. .

American counterinteiligence expertsregard
some 40 percent of all the Soviet officials in this
country as known or suspected intelligence
operatives. A similar percentage of the East
European personnel is believed to be responsive
to their respective inteiligence services. Ex-

perts can only guess at the intelligence pre-

occupations of the 5,000 Soviets and 6,000 East
Europeans who come here each year as mem-
bers of visiting delegations. In addition, some
21,000 multiple entry visas were granted in 1977
to the crews of Soviet ships under a 1872
agreement.

Within this large population of potentiai spies,
it is the job of the actual agents to recruit
American citizens and to maintain secret con-
tact with them. As recent court cases have
revealed, theSovietobjectiveistocollecta wide
range of highly classified information on ad-
vanced military technology and Americanplans
and intentions worldwide.

AGAINST THIS THREAT, OUR first line of

defense is the FBI, which has under the jaw
the prirsary responsibility for keepingclean the
Augean stablie caused by the presence of so
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By Cord NMeyer

many Soviet operatives. Using physical and
electronic surveillance, the evidence of Soviet
defectors and the cooperation of individual
citizens, thebureau has the unenviable, difficult
task of catching Soviet spies and their American
agents before serious damage has been done.
How well is the FBI now performing this vital
counterintelligence function? There is no doubt
theefficiency and moraleof the bureau has been
hurt by misuse of presidential authority and the
past abuses of some of its officials. The pending
prosecutions and disciplinary actions will leave
lasting scars, but the good news is that the FBI is
beginning to recover from these shocks.
On coming to office, Attorney General Griffin
Bell was wholly unfamiliar with the complex

world of counterinteliigence, but he and his’
- bright young assistants have proved quick lear-

ners, Afteralongsearch, Bell has found inJudge
William Webster afirst-rate FBI director whois
getting full support in rebuilding the morale of
the bureau. '

The FBI counterintelligence experts have
been encouraged by their award of the highest
financial priority in the Justice Department's
new zero-based budget. Bell has stood tirmina
recent court case in defending the confidential-
ity of informants. In contrast to former.Attor-
ney General Levi, Beil has been giving FBI
agents prompt and definitive guidance 'to
resolvedoubtson what theycan legailydounder
the riew regulations designed to protect in-
dividual rights.

On counterintelligence issues, Congress is
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shifting at last from the sins of the past to the ;
needs of the present. Both Senate and House In- :
telligence committees have earned good
reputations for preserving security, and Justice .

isconcentrating highly classifted informationin |

these two committees to limit the congressional
leaks that have been so damaging.

Much work remains to be done by Justice in
working out with Congress a new legal charter
for the intelligence community. One problem is
to protect civil rights while allowing the in-
telligence agencies to do_their work without
crippling restrictions. Justice lawyers agree
that gaping loopholes in the obsolete and con-

“flicting espionage laws need to be closed.,

The counterintelligence resources now

available are so fully challenged by the present ’

scale of Soviet espionage operations that Bell

plans to tell Congress that surveillance of the

*“*friendly’* agents will require more funds.
©1978, Field Erterprises Inc.
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- Soviet Civil Defense

CIA Report
Boomerangs on Culver

Sen. John Culver (D.-Iowa), who scored a meager
20 per cent on the American Security Council’s
1978 national security voting index, has released a
Central Intelligence Agency study that disproves
the dovish: lawmaker’s vigorous effort to downplay
Soviet civil defense efforts. ‘

In his version of the rcport which he requestcd
Culver said in a prepared statement that while
‘civil defense represented ““a significant national ef-
fort” on the part of the Soviet Union, the program
“is by no means sufficiently effective to cnpouragc
the Soviets to risk starting a nuclear war.’

Culver also said: “While crediting the Soviet
Union with a major, ongoing civil defense pro-
gram, this report demonstrates that those efforts
are not sufficient to prevent millions of casualties
and massive industrial damage in the event of 2 nu-
clear war. In short, Soviet programs are not enough
to txp the stratchc balancc against us.’

‘Wh:le Culver’s assessment of ﬂie report is
N teehmcally correct, the report, nevertheless, is
far more alarming than the frenetic lowan arms
controller suggests. Moreover, the study is all
the more disconcerting, since the CIA, under
Stansfield Turner, is considered especially at-
tuned to the wishes and whims of the head-in-
" the-sand defense stance at the White House.

Despite all the dovish statements emanating
from the Administration, however, the CIA report’
makes clear that, under favorable conditions, the
Soviet Union could, because of its civil defense
_program, reduce its ‘casualties in a nuclear ex-
change to *‘the low-tens of millions.” In World War
II, the Soviets lost 20 million people.

~ What is also undemably clear is that the Sovxets
are engaged in a massive program, which, in effect,
totally uncermines a major assumption upon which
we have based our arms negotiations with the Rus-
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. HUMAN EVENTS
ARTICLE APPEARED
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While the United States adheres to this
doctrine in a theoretical way, we have also sys-
tematically dismantled our air and missile defenses
for the precise purpose of assurmg ‘the Soviets that
we are abiding by the doctrine in a very practical
way as well. But though we are making our citi-
zenry increasingly vulnerable to an atomic assault,
the Soviets—this CIA study proves—arc engaging
in 4 gargantuan effort to shield their’ populauon
from the effects of an atomic war.

Says the report: “Civil defense activities are di-

* rected by a nationwide civil defense organization

" consisting of over 100,000 full-time personnel lo- |
-cated at all levels of the Soviet government and

economic structure. . . . A sustained effort has been
made to provide blast shelters for the leadersh)p
and essential personnel. .

Assuming a U.S. retahatory blow following a
Soviet first strike, the CIA remarks:

* Under worst conditions for the USSR, with
only a few hours or less to make final preparations,
Soviet casualties would be well over 100 million,
but-even in this scenario, *‘a large pcrcentage of the
leadership elements would probably survive.” o

® With just a few days for final preparatxons, :
casuaities *‘could be reduced by more than 50 per
cent; most of this reduction would be due to evacu-
ation, the remainder to shelters.”

¢ Under the most favorable conditions for the
USSR, including a week or more to complete ur-
ban evacuation and then to protect the evacuated
population, “Soviet civil defenses could reduce
casualties to the low tens of millions.”

Completely contrary to the thrust of Culver’s
contention, then, the CIA study—undoubtedly
tailored not to incite the White Housc—xs a very ,
dlsmrbmg document, "=7" |

h
l
t
!
l
J

sians. That assumption is that each side will abide
by the “Mutual Assured Destruction” doctrine;

that is, that each side will leave its population cen-
ters vulnerable to an atomic attack, so, supposedly,
neither side will dare launch a first stnkc for fear of

a lethal, retaliatory blow.
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on PAGE_Z2 %X 31 July 1978

Worldgram

How good is the Soviet Union's highly touted civil-defense program? ‘
Not good enough for its leaders to feel safe in Sstarting nuclear war, ;
according to a mid-July Central Intelligence Agency report. Here's why: ’

Casualties in sudden conflict would run to 100 million. Tens of millions
would die even with a week's warning to gvacuate urban centers. Further--

There's enou blast-shelter space to save 110,000 top officials, 12 to 24
percent of the work force, up to 20 percent of the total population. But . . .|

Moscow has no way of preventing massive damage to vital industrial plants. l
It's easier to protect people than to defend a nation's economic sinews. )

The conclusion set forth by the CIA'S experts: "We do not believe that the ‘
Soviets' present civil defense would embolden them deliberately to exposé the
U.S.S.R. to a higher risk of nuclear attack."” -
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Issue and Debate

NEW YORK TIMES
2k JULY 1978

Trade and Forelgn Policy:

BY RICHARD BURT
Special to The New York Times
WASHINGTON, July 23 — President
Carter’s decision last week to cancel
the sale of a computer and impose con-
trols on the export of oil technology to
the Soviet Union has touched off a
coatroversy over whether trade curbs
should be used as a diplomatic tool. .
The President’s move was designed .
to underline American displeasure
over trials of Soviet dissidents and the
treatment - of American journalists in ,

Moscow. As described by White House -: -

officials, the imposition of controls on -
oil equipment is also meant to give Mr.
Carter leverage in disputes with the
Soviet .Union, ranging- from rights
violations to foreign policy differences. . -
Yet a host of questions concerning

the linkage strategy remain to be re-

solved, in particular,; whether the .
threat of denying trade. is effective in
the caseof the Soviet Union.

‘Link to Arms Talks Ruled Out .

Untl recently, American officials
had spoken only in vague terms about _
using trade to influence policy; in a.
speech it Wake Forest University last
March, for instance, Mr, Carter said a
Soviet military buildup and other ac-
tjvities in Africa could jeopardize tech- )
(ological and economic ties. - -

" But Mr. Carter’s unwillingness to -
link Soviet policies to the talks on the
limitation of strategic weapons led his
security advisers in the White House to
search for economic pressures that
could be used.

This approach was resisted by the
State Department and the Commerce
Department, but the recent trials of
dissidents fostered Congressional sup-
port for economic sanctions. By plac-
ing oil technology on the list of com- -
modities subject to export controis, Mr.
Carter can now review proposed sales
case by case. And yet officials remain_
divided over whe:her and how he
shoulduse!uspower :

Background

Tt the first two decades after World
WarIl, the United States, in effect, con-
ducted economic warfare against the
Soviet Union. The transfer of advanced
technology was prohibited and exports -
of many other products required gov-
ernment approval. The 1969 Export Ad-
ministration Act removed most of
these barriers and the Nixon Adminis- -
tration, under its policy of détente,
gave Moscow access to American tech-
nology 'and" goods, prohibiting only .
items that were Judged to have direct
military application. 2.

Behind President Nixon’s support for
increased trade was the belief of his na-
tionai security adviser, Henry A. Kiss- -
inger, that the Soviet Union needed-
American help to spur an inefficient
economy. The Republican Administra- .
tion, in concluding a 1972 trade accord

Will Export Controls Influence Moscowp

"7 toU.S. N

T Soviet Union ™

«- Congress to remove high tariffs on the
import of Soviet goods and to have the
Export-Import Bank grant credits in
. the hope that Moscow’s increasing de-
- pendence on American trade would in-

hibit aggressive behavior abroad. R

Mr. Nixon’s effort was blocked by.
Congress, where Senator Henry M.
Jackson, Democrat of Washington, led

' amovement to make lower tariffs and

- export credits dependent on Moscow'’s
--relaxation. of its curbs on emigration.
After this linkage had been made part.
of the 1974 Trade Act, -Moscow re-
. nounced the 1972 trade agreement. . .

The volume of trade grew, nonethe--

"less, reaching a peak of $2.3 billion in

1976. However, the Russians imported.

" about 10 times as much asthey export= .

ed, with grains needed to “replenish.
* poor harvests making up about 60 per- .
cent of i imports from the United Stats.

* Moscow has also been buymg mdus-
) tnal equipment, which reached a peak-
of $600 million in 1976. Lately, the
Soviet Union has’ been- purchasing

: growing amounts of advanced oil tech-
- nology, needed to increase the rate of

. recovery of its increasingly tight oil re- -
- sources. The Commerce Department

estimates that oil-related sales could
beS$l. billion over r.he next three years

The Case for Controls

Advomts or expon con!rols contend
that commerce should not be detached

from other currents in the Soviet-

American relationship. The United,
States, they say, links trade with other-
issues when dealing with allied nations,

such as Japan or West Germany, and

- there is_ne reason that deals with zhc

Soviet Union should be exempt.

‘fhey alsonote that wlule the Smnet‘ )

wuh the Soviet Umon, sought to induce

" said, because the United States has a-

. Case Against Controls

TheNew York Times/July 24, 1978 -

Union has emerged as a powerful mili-
tary power, its persistent economic -
problems offer opportunities for lever-
age. wm:e Hmotﬁcialsare art)

Thse aides say that the Umted
States should not help Moscow expand
»0il production without political conces-
sions. Such a strategy is feasible, it is

cormer on the world market for ad-
‘vanced oil technology. This is also said
to be the case vnth advanced comput-
ers e L 3
In malqngtheasetoralmkagepoli- ;
¢y, the White House officials say that’
the United States should use a"carrot- |
and-stick approach, rewarding the
Soviet Union for moderate. behavior
‘and penalizing it for what the United
States regards asaggressiveacts...-. - -

Export controls are criticized from
several ives. State Depart-
ment officials, for example, question
whether Moscow would.be willing to
pay a. political price for American ‘|
trade. They note that when Senator. |
Jackson- succeeded in linking trade
benefits with emigration, Moscow sim- '
ply lost interest. The Soviet Union, they . 1
say, may have an appetite for technolo-

. g, but it is unlikely to alter its policies
—athomeorabroad —toobtainit. -

These officials, together with some
meml_:ers of. Congress, alsowmde:;

t. - T . -
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whether the White House, having i
achieved controls on exports, could ;
fend off domestic pressures opposed to |
controis. They point to the Ford Admin-
istration’s experience during the 1976
civil war in Angola, when the Govern-
ment threatened to cut off grain ship-
ments to Moscow because of its mili-
tary support for one of the factions in
the conflict. The Administration was
unable to carry out the threat because
of political objections from farmers. -
Commerce Department officials say

that, in many cases, other Western na-
tions couid step in to fill the gap created .
by a decision to: deny a particular
product t0 Moscow. The Soviet Union
already does far more business with
the modem industrial economies. of
West Germany and Japan than with the

* United States. The officials say that the
United States’ Ppresent edge in comput--
ers and oil equipment is vanishing. For
a linkage policy to work, other Western
nations would have to be induced ta.

° cooperate, and the officials believe this
would be almost impossibie. .

Finally, Secretary of Commerce

Juanita M. Kreps and her top-aides
fear that new licensing procedures will
add to the maze of restrictions that now
hinder a growth in exports and under-
mine the .competitive posmon ot
American industry.

Outlook

Although Mr. Carter has canceled
the computer sale and imposed con-
trols on oil technology, he said at a
news conference last week that no fur-
ther steps were planned.

While the Administration is unlxkely
to cancel any deals in the immediate
future, another Soviet. crackdown
against dissidents or enhanced activity
in Africa could once again create pres-

- sures for retaliatory action. A central
question that needs to be resolved is ex-
actly what- Soviet behavior the United
States is attempting to influence. The
experience of the Jackson amendment
demonstrated the pmblems of linking
trade to emigration, "and there is:

* general agreement that, if a linkage.
policy is to work, the.United States

. - must specify what Soviet actions could

. bring on economic sanctions.

Moreover, if economic dxplomacy is’
to be effective, there must be a suffi-
ciently large volume of trade towhicha
leverage policy could be applied in the-

. first place. But to raise the volume of | -
Soviet-American trade to anywhere+
near the level attained by other major
Western nations would probably re-.
quire the lifting of current restrictive
legislation, which Congress is in no
mood to approve. It is questionable,
furthermore, whether the Soviet Union"
would risk building up trade with the
United States in face of amr expressed
policy that Washington would use its
economic clout if the sxrategy de-
mands
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U.S. Study Finds Soviet Superior in Strateglc Arms‘%

By DREW MIDDLETON
Speciai to The New York Times

The Soviet Union has attained or is
moving toward superiority in 10 of 13
strategic nuclear forces and weapon sys-
tems, according to a report sponsored by
the Defense Nuclear Agency.

The report said the United States’ ad-
vantage in submarine-launched missiles
with multiple warheads and in interconti-
nental bombers could be eroded by the
Soviet Union’s development of such war-
heads for ils submarine missiles and the
inclusion of a controversial bomber,
known in the West as Backfire, in its
strategic calculations.

The report was prepared by Santa Fe
Corporation of Alexandria, Va., for the
Defense Nuclear Agency, which is the De-
fense Department agency charged with
nuclear weapons management. The cir-
culation of the report, according to offi-
cials in the Defense Department, has irri-
tated Administration aides who fear that
it may undermine public support for a
new agreement limting strategic arms.

Defense Department Views Differ

Officials characterized the report as a
valuable academic study that did not re-
flect Defense Department views. Those
views are that a Soviet edge in some
areas, such as explosive power of mis-
siles, has been offset by American quali-
tative improvement, including missile
accuracy.

By the late 1960°s, the report states, the
Soviet Union had achieved equality in
numbers of land-based missile launchers,
in multipie warheads for land-based mis-

siles, in the weight that a land-based mis-

NEW YORK TIMES
26 JULY 1978

sile can deliver to a target and in the com-
bined explosive power of land-based and
submarine-based missiles.

By now, the report says, the Russians
have achieved equality or advantage in
additional fields including the number of
submarine-based launchers, the total
number of long-range missiles and bomb-
ers, the ability of land-based missiles to
destroy hardened targets, and the ability
toretaliate after sustaining a strike.

Report Covers the 1960-82 Period

The report covers the period from 1960, |

when the United States’ advantage in all
fields was unquestioned, to 1982, when the
Russians will have drawn well ahead in
all but three areas. Discussing trends in
American and Soviet strategic nuclear
forces, the report lists the forces in which
the Russnans hold an advantage.

In total numbers of long-range missiles
and bombers, it says, the Soviet Union
will have an advamage of.2 to 1 in 1982,
This includes an edge of 3 to 1.in land-
based launchers and 6 to 1 in submarine-
based launchers. The United States will
preserve alead of 3to 2 in bombers.-

The report points out that Soviet anti-
ballistic missile forces, defensive radar
systems and air defense forces are su-
perior to those of the United States,
which, in fact, has no ABM system.

The report also states that if the Back-
fire bomber were included in the overall
picture, the apparent United States ad-
vantage in bombers would be eroded. The
Americans contend that the Backfire can
fly intercontinental missions; the Rus-
sians insist it has only medium range.

The United States will maintain an ad-

vantage of 3 to 1 in the overall total of

multiple warheads in 1982, the report,

says. The advantage is greatest in sub-
marine-launched missiles — 9 to 6. In
land-based missiles, the Russians have
anedgeof7to 2.

Submarine-launched  missiles Is
another category where the American ad-
vantage is endangered. The Russians are
known to be making efforts to develop
and deploy muiltiple warheads for thenr-
submarine missiles.

- There is_less certainty about futytg
Soviet weaponry. According to_intelli-

gence sources, the Russians are develg
ing a new heavy land-based missile to re-
place the SS-11, whose warhead was esti=

ated by the West at 1 to 2 megatons,
By 1983, the report estimates, *he Rus-

sians will ‘also have an advantage of3to2
in “hard-target kill capability.” The
capability to “‘kill a hard target,” that is,
a hardened missile silo, is a key element
in the strategic balance.

Measure of Retailiatory Capacity

It is a measure used as an indicator d_f
counter-force capability. The American
assumption is that a first strike in a nu-

clear war would be launched by the -

Soviet Union. Consequently the resist-
ance of American silos in which the
United States’ most advanced land-based
missile, the Minuteman, is housed is cru-

cial to the ability to launch a second, or |

retaliatory, strike.

The report found that the Soviet Umon :

by 1982 will have a hard-target kill capa- *

bility against strengthened silos of 3 to 2.

to take an impact of 1,000, 2,000 and 3,000

--+ pounds per square inch.

The report states that the Soviet Umon

| This advantage covers silos strengthened -

also will have an advantage by 1982 in the :

counter-military potential of land-based
iand submarine-based missiles. This
potenttal is the ability of a nuclear force
toretaliate after sustaining a strike. .,
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Snepp S Lawyer CaIIs U S Unfau'

.- ByANTHONY' MARRO
,L.A,:_:;; ;. Special loThthka Times.

‘%
WASHING‘I‘ ON, July 21--A lawyer for after two days of hearmgs in the Govem-
Frank W. Snepp 3d, the former Central [ ment’s breach of contract suit against,
Intelligence Agency official who was| Mr. Snepp, said that the former intetli-’
found by a Federal District Court to have | gence officer had-violated his secrecy
violated his secrecy oath with the agency, | oath with the agency and that all the “ill-
said today that: the Justice Department | gotten gams"shouldbetumedover tothe
*was being '‘patently unfair’” to Mr. Snepp | Government.., _ ;...
in seeking an immediate payment of |—
money . damages :that:. “would bankrupt
him.” -, o e
In a motion to the. same Judge wha
ruled- that Mr:. Snepp had' violated"his
oath by writing-a book, ‘‘Decent Inter-
val,”- that’ was critical -of -the agency’s
performance in the evacuation of Saigon,
the lawyer, Mark H. Lynch; urged that no
payment be reqmred forat least 60 days.”
I pem e ,,E; g

Vlolated s«:recy Oa(h

In addmon. Mr Lynch eomplamed.that
. the department was seeking recovery of
- the total amount of money that Mr. Snepp
received from his publishers without re-
gard for the fact that some of this money
had already been paid.to the Government
in taxes and without considering that
some of it was used to cover the expenses
needed to produce the book. ..

To demand recovery of this total sum,
Mr. Lynch said in a memorandum to
Judge Oren R Lems \ ‘_‘would bankrupt"
Mr. Snepp.-- el

Judge Lew:s. m a. decxsxon on July 7
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My Turn

Frank Snepp

The CIA vs. Me

Last November, when my highly critical

account of the American evacuation
of Vietnam appeared on the stands, I
never dreamed I would be dragged into
court by the government, denied my
profits and stripped of my right ever to
write again about my experiences in
Vietnam or the CIA without official ap-

proval. Yet all of this has happenedand1l -

now find myself in the center ofa crucial
test case of the First Amendment.
During my recent trial in a Virginia
Federal district court, the lawyers for the
Justice Department claimed I had violat-
ed a “public trust” and a “contract,” a
1968 secrecy agreement with the CIA, by
publishing my book without authoriza-

tion. But not once did they accuse me of

leaking secrets or even less sensitive
information that had not already bee
revealed by the CIA. .
Nor has the. government seen fit to
acknowledge that a second secrecy
agreement I signed when I left the CIA
in 1976 significantly modified the first.
The later agreement did not obligate me
to submit everything I might write for
review. It merely put me on notice to
protect the nation’s secrets by exercising
my own common sense and judgment.

AGREEMENT AND APPROVAL

The Justice Department’s lawyers,
however, have pretended that my sec-
ond agreement is meaningless and have
based their case solely on the earlier one.
That agreement did forbid me to write or
say anything about “intelligence activi-
ties generally” without CIA: approval.

But because of the sweeping character of

this prohibition, it was never enforced. I
did write uncensored letters to my family
from Saigon; I did provide countless
briefings to the press in Vietnam without
having to clear my remarks beforehand.
Furthermore, agency veterans such as
Miles Copeland and Tom Braden fre-
quently wrote about their professional
experiences without CIA clearance an
they were never sued. (Admittedly, for-
mer CIA employee Victor Marchetti was
hauled into court in 1972 and prohibited
from writing without CIA approval, but
only after the agency had convinced the
court that he had violated the ban against
disclosure of classified information.)

No wonder, then, that when I left the
CIA in 1976 I felt the agency had noright
to demand clearance of everything I
might write or say. I was all the more

convinced of this because the CIA had
betrayed its obligations to me under my
original secrecy agreement In exchange
for my signing that document, the CIA
had promised to address any complaints
I might have about its operations. But!
when I returned from Vietnam in 1975
and tried to register my concerns about
the evacuation with the proper authori-
ties, no one wanted to listen.

As a way of getting the truth out, I
sought CIA support for a book about the
evacuation, but my superiors told me
they would never sanction any book by a
present employee that was critical of the
agency. Meanwhile, 1 discovered that
senior CIA officers were leaking their
own self-flattering accounts of Saigon’s
final agonies to the press, sometimes
using classified information whose very
disclosure potentially endangered Viet-
namese we had left behind. That did it
for me. I resigned in protest.

In the course of my trial, most of these
facts were somehow lost. Moreover,
when CIA director Adm. Stansfield
Turner took the stand to spell out the
“damage” I had done to the agency with
my unclassified disclosures, my lawyers
from the American Civil Liberties Union
were unable to pin him down. He would
say only that books such as mine less-
ened the public’s confidence in the
agency’s ability to keep secrets. Former
director William Colby, in testimony of
his own, went further, claiming that even
“cleared” booksiand Congressional in-
vestigations can have this effect. Are we
to stifie responsibile criticism to save the
CIA from embarrassment? Are we to gag
Congress to protect the CIA's image?

 4LL-GOTTEN' GAINS

In the end the judge declared that I
deserved to lose all my “ill-gotten” gains
because I had violated an implicit “pub-
lic trust” (not merely a secrecy agree-
ment, mind you) to earn them. He did not
find it necessary to reconcile that judg-
ment with the fact that many others have
done virtually the same thing. Hundreds
of prominent Americans, from Thomas
Jefferson to George Kennan, have writ-
ten critically of official policies after
serving the government in positions of
trust and have been paid for their efforts.
Other public servants have mined the
knowledge they gained at the public’s
expense to great personal profit. Colby,
who was once head of the CIA’s East

. Henry Kissinger in-

Asia Division, now
is a well-paid lobby-
ist for Japan, and

tersperses work on
his own multimil-
lion-dollar memoirs
with public lectures
that net him thousands of dollars each
year. These men have not been sued for
exploiting a public trust for money.

1 believe the Justice Department and
the Carter Administration are treating
me differently in order to intimidate
those in the CIA who would speak out
against official wrongdoing. They are
using my case to establish a precedent
for punishing those who will not toe the
company line.

DISCIPLINARY PRECEDENT

Turner claims he needs this precedent
to enforce discipline in the CIA and to
ensure that secrets are kept. But if the

higher courts agree with him, the chill :

will be
Justice Department will be free to muz-
zle and to break financially any Federal

felt far beyond CIA ranks. The !

employee in a “position of trust” who -

dares to call the Administration on its
mistakes, even if he exposes no secrets
and has signed no secrecy agreement.

No doubt, the CIA must find some way ‘

to protect legitimate secrets. Perhaps the

most sensible solution would be for Con- :

gress to enact a law that would prescribe
stiff criminal penalties for any employee

of a security agency who leaks secrets .
harmful to an intelligence source or

method. Under this rule a would-be au-
thor from the CIA, the State Department
or the Pentagon would be able to write
what he wanted without having to sub-
mit his manuseript for clearance—but
always with the understanding that if he
disclosed classified information he
would face a terrible reckoning. This
would not, of course, prevent someone
bent on treason from revealing national
secrets (nor, for that matter, would the
court’s ruling against me). But it would
serve to reconcile, in the only consciona-
ble way, the demands of national securi-
ty and the imperatives of the First
Amendment.

Snepp, a former CIA official in Sai-
-gon, wrote “Decent Interval,” a book
that details the CIA’s alleged. mistakes
during the last days of the Vietnam war.
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N Judge Bell’s Gutsy Action: ;.5

PR

BACK TO BACK VICTORIES
FOR JUSTICE

el e
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WASHINGTON Lastrweek Attomey General
Griffin B3l picked up a contempt citation rather
than divulge the names of ‘FBI’ informants in:the
Socialist Workers Party. And his Department of

‘Justice swept both endsof- a doubleheader in federal L.

g0, -

~court here.. T e

- David 'l‘ruong, son of- a‘«Vtetnamue “peace can—r' '
“didate!® in' 1967, *and “co-conspirator: Ronald
Humphrey of the U.S.: Information-Agency, were:"

I each sentenced to 15 years. in the Graybar Hotel for.* -

espionage - for - the'-Hanoi-regime. (Given good:

behavior, they will be eligible: for parole in 1982. )"
"~ And Frank W: Snepp III; the cheeky ex-CIA agent -
who blabbed in a highly’ prot“mlble book about the -
botched Saigon withdrawal; F'was ordered to fork ’
over his ill-gotten.gains.:: s

T N

In each instance;: Judge Bell showed the courage
to be unpopular, the moxie to employ unappetizing

~ but essential tools to protect the mtemal secunty of» S

the United States. *H#G>% }J‘

In the 'Pruong—Humphrey case, for example thes i
- Department of Justice made 'no-apologies for the
.1_schools ‘his decision cannot be faulted.:.

"+ Snepp-is not some backwoods bumpkm He slgned u
~ a “clearand. unambiguous, contract”. with the CIA.

use of- wiretapping, secret television- survexllance

and double agents to apprehend the: pair.«

As for Snepp;-Justice did not'claim that he had

betrayed vital secunty secrets. Its-case was built

upon the: sxmple unassaxlable faet that Snepp had

TR e il

- .the lecture-and-talk. show cnrcmt, that isa 'welcome |

..ing doubts about the judge’s-thinking disappeared
“half an hour.into.the trial, when he gave the defense
‘directions to the federal--appellate : court. m

‘ :._:contractand reaped, at last report $60,000 in profits |
for his breach of faith. ‘

. and loss...(and).inpaired the CIA’s ability to gather:
_and protect-intelligence relating-to the security *of

of the case resides. in the fact,that.Judge Bell and:

. - CIA-baiters: 9- :to’ ’protect,&the _qatxon s secunty
' secrets gt

+'Morton ~Halperin’  diréctor oF Center" for:
' Natxonal Security Studies, was®’ appalled at the
‘trials: Nothing the White House can do with an ex-}
_ecutive order off secrécy, he-asserted, "could out-:
weigh the harm to free debate on ‘national security’
issues brwght’ about by the Snepps and 'l‘ruong

3898" : : ‘f‘ R ;

ST e . St i e

sxgned a CIA oath to allow agency scrutmy of sub- |
sequent writings — a contract Snepp wnllfully and ‘
knowhngly violated. . REIC S

~:If the Snepp decxsxon has a “dnlhng effect" upon i
potentxal turncoats inside the  agency who are now "
gathering dirt in anticipation of fame and fortune on -,

ancillary benefit. - - - EATE LarY VS

- It was the xmst’ortune of Snepp and hxs lawyers to
have their:.case upon the docket of federal Judge
Oren R. Lewis, a minor, legent in the locality. -

- Snepp’s initial request for a jury trial was gaveled
down. He was regularly referred to by the judge as
“Shep.””-!‘Objection sustained,”” :the. judge. would -
thunder to defense arguments: — well before the
prosecution had time to make the objection. Linger-

"q z'&a

Bxchmond *You just take'I-95 and go:south,”
«AeButntthe)udgeshandlingoitheSneppcuem
notamodelofjurlspmdenoetobeamdiedinlawv

He took their pay for 10 years. He then broke:that |

SR TN
At least two former and one preeent CIA director.

concurred-with the judge’s.opinion that Snepp’s con--

duct*‘caused the: United States-irreparable harm.

the United States-of America:"’; Theaigmﬁcanceg

President Carter knowingly and’ willingly: broke}
.their-pock with: the civil.liberties ‘crowd and’the‘

: 5\"‘W§v ‘%

R ‘Qx.s gee iy
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« A breach of trust

Frank W. Snepp, the former
CIA agent . who wrote an
“Wratthorized book about CIA
activities in Saigon at the climax
of the Vietnam War, is offended
because a federal judge has
concluded that he violated an
oath of secrecy just for the
money. On the contrary, says

Mr. Snepp, he became a tattler :
because he wanted the agency to
be held accountable for its -

mistakes.
All right, we’ll accept ‘Mr.

Snepp’s version of his motive, _
but it doesn’t help his defense in-
the suit for breach of trust.
brought against him by the
Central Intelligence Agenecy.
The point is that the CIA has:a’

valid reason for requiring its

agents to sign agreements that-

they will not write and publish
material about their experiences
without the agency’s clearance.
It could not otherwise guarantee
the confidentiality of its

intelligence or its operating‘

methods.

U.S. District Judge Oren
Lewis rejects Mr. Snepp's pleas
that the CIA is trying to deny

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

-~ eliminating 800 employees from

him his rights of free speech

This was simply a ‘“willtul,’
deliberate breach of the highest
trust,” says the judge, and it is
now Mr. Snepp who must be held
accountable for a mistake.

Mr. Snepp’s conscience did not
have to be satisfied in the
bookstores. Congressional
oversight committees are
prepared to hear what
disgruntled former CIA agents
have to say, and have shown no
reluctance to call higher officials
onto the  carpet if there is
evidence of misdeeds. That'’s the
discreet and effective way of
policing the CIA without
destroying its usefulness.

With the CIA currently
its payroll, a number of would-be
authors may be hitting the
streets. In the Snepp case, Judge
Lewis has drawn the distinction
between free speech and a
condition of employment by a
supersensitive federal agency. .
There's hope the CIA will be:
spared the further damage of a

new spate of tell-all books. ._!
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~ Court Ruling Defends CIA Pact

g - it ‘

The Central Intelligence Agency has taken a beat-
ing in the past few years during which the ethics and
legality of many of its operations have been disclosed.
In many instances criticism of the CIA has been war-
ranted and essential. But going overboard in picking
the CIA apart can cripple it so that it cannot perform
its vital function of protecting the security of this
country.i: . - Coe R

An appreciation of the CIA’s role is inherent in the

significant decision handed down by a federal district.
judge against Frank W. Snepp III, author of a book
about the CIA. In the view of Judge Oren R. Lewis,

Snepp should be called to account for violationof a .
secrecy agreement he signed when he went to work

for the CIA. Under the agreement, anything Snepp -

wrote about the agency had to be subn'litted for pre- -

publication review.

In ruling that Snepp will have to forfeit his profits
= ethical code of a democracy which guarantees civil

from the_book, ‘“Decent Interval,” Judge Lewis fo-

cused on the special role of the CIA and the obligation. .,
of its employees to live up to agreement‘_sjtpqt can )

affect the agency’s role. _
“The CIA cannot protect its intelligence sources

and methods,” declared the judge, “if its agents are:
allowed to determine what intelligence ought to be - _ .

made public.” *‘One who breaches his trust and secre-
cy agreements with the agency of the United States
charged with the responsibility for protecting inteli-
gence sources ought not to be permitted to retain his
ill-gotten gains.” »

{

:.;% ing the CIA to critical scrutiny. - . .7

Judge Lewis ordered that every cent Snepp makes
from the book, which deals with CIA actions during
the fall of Saigon, shall be impounded in a court-
supervised trust. Under the decision, Snepp will have
to forfeit all his profits from the book. -

In defending himself, Snepp contended that his
book didn’t disclose. any confidential information.:
This point is not contested by the agency. But the CIA
maintains that the book did make public information
about agency operations that should remain secret.
The judge asserts that if the CIA cannot determine
what type of intelligence can be made public by its
employees, it cannot protect its intelligence sources
and its methods. S N

. “If the CIA cannot enforce discipline that relates to
its special responsibilities, the agency can hardly do

the job the nation has assigned it. Granted, there must

be ground rules to keep the CIA operating within the

rights. By the same token, CIA employees must abide

“ by the rules of the agency and by agreements to which
* they are a party. A secrecy agreement with the CIA
" should be strictly complied with.

 "Ine judge has tried, with his decision, to give the
CIA a remedy that can be used against employees who .
breach agreements that can disrupt the agency. The

" ruling will be appealed to higher courts in this most

significant test case. Meanwhile, the decision seems

 to make sense inf defining one of the limits on subject-

Wl e oo
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“Victory’ upholds mtegrity
of oath required by CIA

* The CIA hés won ia strange
kind of victory  in . its suit
against former agent

an oath.
. Snepp wrote

cent Interval,” which told the:
substantially,-.unchallenged - based its opposition on a claim
how the Central Intel- ;
ligence . Agency botched : thes from confidential information.
evacuation-.of - Saigon: and\%{ii‘; Mix. all .that with a healthy

{1

story of

deserted ‘many. Vietnamese
d7aided theUnited

who -h
States.:

. Some:!
been- ordered : impounded " by
the rtrial::judge, pending
Snepp’s appeal, and Snepp has

v

been - ordered ‘to clear:any departs the “‘company’* cannot
T'he-granted the right to select:

further writings with the CIA.
There:* have. been ‘several
breaks-in the' ranks: when
former ~CIA agents - wrote
either-- books™ or 'magazine
pieces-on the: agency’s opera-
tions, but the Snepp affair was

the first time the agency went

to the mat in any effort to en-
force :the-.various oaths in-
volved.:ii%: .~ e v
Two¢contradicting views
are involved. Snepp’s is that he
is being punished for criticiz-

2009/04/28 : CIA-RD

WLLIMLINWGLIULY OLLUN \ive

_ing ‘the government;
" government’s is that it is only !
Frank: asking that Snepp be forced to
Snepp for allegedly violating:

: ‘. case in that Snepp’s allegations
the book, “De--- have not been disputed by the

“know and the. CIA’s need to

$60,000 In profits has§rar
; hardly knows where to turn.” -
g‘f;gBu_t:;:.,wq ‘have the- gnawing;

“which’ material he’ might!
Arevealis i 4 n ol

5

““Snepp took his concerns to the:

1978

the!i
keep his word. It is an unusual

agency. Nor has the agency

that. the book -was written

‘helping of the public’s right to

maintain discipline in the

‘ranks, and the casual observer.

feeling ;;that’:an . agent: W,

% A

. which oath he will uphold, or:

*7® Breaking the ranks migh t be'
‘a legitimate last resort, but
;there’s> mo - indication -that

‘appropriate oversight commit-
}ite.e.:..»lnst:ea.d,~ he went directly
o print. The method' he chose
{tends to confirm his interest in
fprofitand negate :his; stated |
“right to know"" position: - =
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— RALEIGH NEWS & OBSERVER
30 June 1978

(  Broad concerns in Frank Snepp case

~>Frank Snepp, a North Caroli-
na native who worked for the
Central Intelligence Agency in
Vietnam, has lost the first
round to his former employer in

the dispute over his book, ‘‘De-

cent Interval.” Snepp’s book,
which was highly critical of the

CIAs Egle in the American:
evacuation of Vietnam, has

been labeled a ““willful breach

of the highest public trust” by a
federal judge: BRI
. This decision confronts
Snepp with civil penalties, pos-
$ibly including loss of earnings
on his book. But it also raises
the question of how restrictive
the precedent will be for others
who leave government agen-

- cies and write critically of
them.

Those th fear the thrust? '

the precedent ‘have reacted
sharply to' Judge Oren R.
Lewis’ utterances from the
bench. They say he has implied
a stronger fiduciary relation-
ship between government agen-
cies and their employes than is
commonly thought to exist. The
difference between Snepp-and
employees of other agencies is
that before going to work he
and other CIA agents had to
promise not to publish without
clearance by the agency. -

The judge obviously did not
agree with Snepp’s argument
that. the. waiver. bound - him.
against revealing CIA secrets,

not to refrain' from writing
about his. experiences in the
agency. And certainly Snepp

knew the chance he was taking
when he went ahead with “De-
cent Interval.” As Random
House noted on the dust jacket
of his book, he “‘defied its (the
CIA’s) censors to tell his
story.”

Even so, the principles in-
volved should not be settled by
one irascible federal judge
who, by some accounts, showed
angry impatience with Snepp’s
position from the beginning. An
appeal by Snepp to the 4th Cir-
cuit Court would provide a
broader judicial review of CIA
employees’ responsibility.
Then, if the court found that the
agency’s present waiver re-
quirements don’t measure up-
legally, perhaps it could put the-
CIA on the right path. That’s
rather important considering
the fact that the CIA recently
discharged 800 or so opera-
tives, many of whom may be !
itching to take peninhand. =

It would certainly be con- |
trary to the public interest if .
valid criticism of other govern- -
ment agencies or their officials |
should be suppressed as a result '
of the Snepp case. Congress is !
currently working on a “whis-:
tle-blower’’ bill that would give
better protection to federal em-
ployees who reveal illegalities
or unconscionable waste in
their own agencies. The nation
has an obvious, legitimate in-
terest in protecting its intelli-
gence secrets, lest its sources
of information dry up. But

that’s a far cry from making all -
bureaucracies sacrosanct.

STAT
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LEXINGTON DISPATCH (N,C,)

13 July 1978

L o

The Snepp Affair

A federal judge has just told Frank
Snepp, a CIA agent originally from
Charlotte, that Tre will not be allowed to col-
lect the royalties from the sale-of his book,
“A Decent Interval,” because the book is in
technical violation of an oath he took when
he worked for the CIA never to divulge its:
secrets. . L i

The-decision has a good deal of practical
impact on Mr. Snepp, who is not a wealthy,
retired ‘ government :official, but-a broke
young man.who has been doing nothing for
a couple of years but working on his book,
since he left his beginning career in the
CIA. The book is his protest of conscience
about the CIA evacuation of Vietnam. In
the rush to get out,. he said, many Viet-
namese who had worked with the U.S. and
particularly=the “CIA there were simply
abandoned to the cold mercies of the incom-
ing Hanoi government. - - "~ i

The book ,?admittedly does not reveal:
_secrets damaging to present US. in:
telligence .operations. But Mr. Snepp got a
hanging judge. S

The judgment would not be so bad for Mr.
Snepp if he ‘were an elderly, retired and
quite affluent public servant who had used
his influence over the years to amass a for-
tune, a pension, perquisites,: investments
and soon. ‘ -

_..Say for. exaphple hefivaé ail ex-president,
forced out of office for crimes all but for--
malby proven which cost.the nation millions
of dollars and its self-esteem.... - o

L PRTEEN - b

. ; . . NP T “~»_
Say-hé-had” then “written” a venal, self-"
serving book to excuse himself and charged
$20acopyforit... 5 ° . - .o
Say he was living at San Clemente with a;
fat pension, government-paid bodyguards”
and secretaries. and office expenses to work :
With“"" : : ES ; ‘ i ‘%{}9‘3‘«

Then, the jud;gmenii.v ‘recently. "rend'efed;'
against. Mr. Snepp would not hurt him so

e on i |

“three or four innocent people and then write

todeliver himself of in the future.

R

much.. ....a% ° x40

Justice, they say, is.blind, and ail men
are equal before it, and that is why, on the
statues of Lady Justice in front of the coun-
ty courthouses and federal justice
buildings, they have her wearing a blind-i
fold. But it seems things do not always:
work that way. ‘

Americans lately have been snowed
‘under with books by the notorious, the
hated, the criminals, the outcasts, all of
whom have managed to profit copiously
from their mis misdeeds because the public
wants to read about them. ' w
" 'There -is no- allegation that.Mr. Snepp
ever fa}led to perform his duty to his eou‘:lg
try while he held a public job, or that he
has attempted to damage that ongoing job
now that he.is not part of it. Judging by the
course of events recently, he would have
done better to accept bribes while in office,
sell influence, or for that matter, murder

a book about it all, rather than simply do-
ing his job and then try to expose
something he thought was wrong. B

There is not much, it seems, that the
average person can do about it. But we:do
not recommend that you[ pay $19.95 for a
copy of Richard Nixon’s ‘‘RN: The
Memoris of Richard Nixon or any of the
two or three books Mr. Nixon has promised

1f you buy Mr. Snepp’s book it will not dd,
him-any good financiaily, but he probablyj

“would like you to know what it says. g
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INTELLIGENCE CHARTER HEARINGS:!';

g Harvard head slams CIA

‘By JEFFREY WOLFF
Special to The Daily .

WASHINGTON — In testimony before the Senate
Select Committee on Intelligence Activities yesterday,
Harvard University President Derek Bok asked

Congress to put a stop to Central Intelligence Agency
(CIA) “‘operational activities” on college campuses
which include *‘covert recruiting.”

Bok’s request came as a result of CIA refusal to
abide by those provisions in the Harvard guidelines
concerning university relationships with intelligence
agencies.

BOK OFFERED the Select Committee several let-
ters from CIA Director Stansfield Turner which state
that the Agency cannot abide by Harvard's restrictions
~on CIA covert recruiting and other operational ac-
tivities at the prestigious university.

..“The relationshio between U.S. foreign intelligence
agencles and universities must be structured in ways
that protect the integrity of universities-and the
academic profession and safeguard the freedorn and
objectivity of scholarship,”’ said Bok.

The Select Committee solicited Bok’s testimony as
part of its hearings dealing with the Senate’s proposed

intelligence charter (S. 2525) which seeks, for the first;

time since the National Security Act of 1947, to define
nd control the activities of U.S. intelligence agencies.

’] is was the time the Select Committee has invited

academics to testify on CIA campus activities. N

HARVARD AND several other universities adopted

guidelines after recent revelations-that the CIA has ,°

used professors to recruit and gather infornfation
about students attending American universities, It has
_been revealed that this often entails a summary of the

student’s polmcal views, financial
situation and social habits. Records
.were typically kept without the
student’s knowledge or consent.

These CIA files were often retained
by the agency whether or not the
student was approached with a job of-
fer. Foreign students are known to be
frequent subjects of CIA covert
recruiting. And the information on the
student has often been used to pressure
the individual into spying for the CIA on
his countrymen both i in the U.S. and at
home. :

.A SET OF &!idelines for relations
between the University of Michigan an
proposed at the September faculty
enate Assembly meeting.

~ Bok supported the prohlbltxon of such
covert recruitment in the Harvard
-idelines by citing'the need for *‘trust
l 4 candor to promote the free and
open exchange of ideas and information
essential to inquiry and learning.”
" The prohibition on *‘participation and

'mghly cntxcal of the CIA’s attitude that

operahonal actwmes of mtelhgence ;
agencies” refers to the publicized |
policy by the CIA of encouraging
professors doing research abroad to
provide the CIA with sensitive infor-
mation. In addition, some professors
have had contracts, unknown to their
colleges or sometimes to the ad-
ministration, with-the CIA In which
they used their academic cover to ob-
tain particular information desxred by

the'intelligence agency:
THE: HARVARD presxdent was

it did not have to abide. .by Harvard's
rules, He argued that “the CIA is har-
dly the appropriate arbiter to weigh
(national security) needs against the
legitimate concerns -of academnc
freedom.”

- Also giving lestxmony was Morton
Baratz, former General Secretary of
the American Association of University
Professors and now vice chancellor for
academic affajrs at the University of
Maryland. .+

Baratz stressed the importance of !
guidelines in giving each university the
chance to set its own rules. However, he
criticized the proposed charter for not
banning covert recruitment and aiso.
recommended that “intelligence agen-
cies be prohibited from using as sour-

" “ces of operational assistance in foreign

. countries, all academics travelling

ul

abroad.”

-He supported this complete ban by
arguing the need to remove any reason
for suspicion among foreign gover-
nments that an American professor is
motivated by reason other than his
purely professional interest.

THE THIRD thness Richard
Abrams, testifying in his capacity as
chairman of the Statewide Committee
on Academic Freedom for the Univer-
sity of California, supported the other
witnesses advocating an end to covert
relationships.

But, Abrams, whose committee has
recently completed a study of relations
between California and U.S. intelligen-
ce agencies, suggested the CIA
cultivate academic relationships on a
“freely open basis.”
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‘Harvard and CIA still at odds

Bok goes to Senate umt
in dispute over secrecy |ssue

By David Mltell ; . .
Staff writer of The Christian Scxence Monitor-

2. Besten

Harvard Umversity's runmng dispute with ti:e Central In- -

telligence Agency (CIA) about” whether the.CIA.can secretly.

recnutonmpusandcarryoutotherconvert activmee has

turned a bit more contentious. . S

Last week in Washington, Derek c. Bok, Harvtn‘l presfdent'
released to the Senate Select Committee on Intelligence corre-
spondence he had- with CIA director Stansfield Turner on the.
subject. Dr. Bok told the commmee that the agency is saying:
it will ignore a.university-ban ofi covert recruitment on cam:,
pus, as well as other guidelines the umvemty lus~put into ef,, :

fect on an interim basis.

this institution.” He also said his legal counsel, Daniel Steiner;
has “talked at length with the CIA officials about this,” that
there is “no enmity between the two institutions,” and that he

advised the CIA in advance that he was gomg to release the'

correspondence. - .

A CIA spokesman said: “This is-a basu: problem between
. two institutions that have ‘overlapping interests," and Congress
will have to settle the-question. As of now there is no law

against our functioning on campus and most of our-activities -

on campus are overt. It'is important that the Church Com-
mittee [the select committee to study intelligence operations,
headed by Sen. Frank Church (D) of Idaho, predecessor to the

present panel, chaired by Sen. Daniel K. Inouye (D) of.

Hawaii] did not recommend outlawing the covert activities.”
The Senate committee is working on.a bill (52525) revising
the federal hw goveming mtelhgence actwmes o

Guidoﬂms drawn.up <.

After the Church committee reported in Apnl, 1m Harvard |

appointed a committee to draw up guidelines to govern rela-
tionships between. the. university- community and, the CIA ‘and
other U.S..intelligence agencxes. These guxdehnes were put
into effect in May, 1977. Drel E,

Harvard thus became the ﬁrst academlc mstitution in the
US. to issue guidelines.in this area: The Church:committee

Dr. Bok said in an interview t.hat “snch operations by the * freedom of inquiry in many ways. - - A%

CIA discredit the ‘academic-profession as a whole and harm-

had released information mdicating the extent to which the
CIA was involved in such covert activities. .

President Bok says that “at least 50 universities are now' ac«‘
tively-at work in this area.” He says there is a consensus that
the CIA should be banned from nndxscloaed actw‘lties on cam-
pus..

‘Secrecy’ challcnged -

Morton S. Baratz, general secretary of the American Assocx
ation of University Professors in Washington, also testified be-
fore the committee last week. Both Dr. Baratz and Dr. Bok
said that they are not asking that the substance of the CIA’
work be disclosed. They are only asking that when the CIA
works with a professor the university where he or she teaches
be informed of the relationship and the protessor not recnm.ed
secreuy fortheCcta. -~ - .
profssors abroad to report information: to the-agency. They
'say this discredits the -academic world m genenl and hinders

-Dr. Bok said that Harvard may enter into research con“'
ftacts with intelligence agencies as long as the existence'of'd
contract is made public.- And he said that when a professsi-
does work for an inteiligence agency, it is not necessary-¥d
make this fact public, as long as the dean of the department i¥ !
aware of it. Harvard does not want secret recruiting; covert! |
intelligence operations, or the obtaining of the unwitting seﬁ-"
ices of one member of the Harvard commumty by another
member = ré

" Harvard is especially concerned saxd president Bok, that-its

fessors not observe or report to the CIA on foreign stu-
ents, of which there are more and more at us. academic in-
stitutions
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By ROBERT BELTRANO
. Advertiser Staff Writer > < )"
' With more than 100,000 students belng

graduated from college nationwide: this.-
spring, the job market faces its annual :
bverload of job hunters.

} Perhaps the worst off are the ones Who bl
7 tor of personnal recruiting, says the CIA
~offers other benefits similiar to govern-

come out with a degree in liberal arts..
* While specialists like doctors, lawyers
and engineers- have a great opportunity

o find related employment, liberal arts. .

majors usually end up as sales people, in.

ployment r ARy
S However, o of the most‘ verlooked‘
employers of liberal arts majors happens:

1o be a government agency —pnthe: CI& ,

The Central Intelligence- Ag

most llles looking for quahﬁed people,’.

HONOLULU STAR~-BULLETIN
25 June 1978

" experts in theu' field. If you think it's all
cloak-and-dagger-type work, think again.
*“The Company,” as most people refer

to it, offers employment to a vast num-
- ber of people and has. many jobs that. -
.- need to be filled.

Larry L. Currin, the West Coast direc-

ment civil service: job security and a **50
percent chance of travel.” While military

.experience is helpful, it is not required.. ,
‘non-skilled jobs or -in civil Service em-_,}.

The agency-hires a great number of
people with masters’ and Ph.D degrees.

‘However. it does not rule om people thh

only a bachelor of arts. .-
4~ Of course, if you are fluent in another
Innguage. you have great.er chance of a

'job ’» i e ;-ﬁ." & " ."‘«".. *’:‘a\‘l»‘» ""!‘f' -

‘office has Form 2895 for you to fill out

in nearly all fields of study: scientists, "
‘needed are students of political science, .

. developments abroad."
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-a potential employer

Applying to the CIA is a little easier
than most people think. No, you are not
approached by some stranger who thinks
you'll do. You have to initiate the action. '

The University of Hawaii Placement.

and mail.‘lf the  CIA representative .
thinks you're qualified, he’ll arrange a
interview with you..

The agency, according to its recrmung
brochure, employs career people trained

engineers, economists, linguists and -
mathernaticians to name ‘a few. Always

international relations, history and area

studies who can “‘immerse themselves in-
-according to. the

hrochure R oty o OO jj
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Federal-agency booths prevalent at

By PATRICE HAFFEY'
of The Oregonian stalf

"The FBI and the CIA are among the
more than 300 exhibitors who have set
up displays in Memorial Colliseum to
promote their organizations, companies
and products at the NAACP convention,

this week. -

Most agenciéﬁ'aré at the Nhti‘onal

“enforcement careers,” Arlene Highfield,

Association for the Advancement. of
Colored People convention to show mi-
norities what they are doing, improve
their image, and in a few cases, recruit
employees. :

“We need to improve the hiring of
minorities,” Mike - Poell, & representa-
-tive for the CIA 3aid. He added that the
CIA booth at the convention would also
be performing a public relations role,
and hopefully- clear up some misconcep-
tions about the role of the CIA. . .= .

The exhibit booth -includes a -six

INTELLIGENCE RECRUITING
Memorial Coliseum for the National Assoclat

‘convention

minute film and three CIA representa-:
tives to talk about the agency and take
applications from potential employees.
Seven percent of the present CIA staff
is black, said Avon Harding, a CIA offi-
cial.. . . .

The FBI was also making an effort
to improve its public image and recruit
minority employees. “Minorities have
not traditionally sought out law-

an FBI representative said. “We are try-
ing to overcome our bad publicity.” -
Only -150 of the FBI's 7,800 special
agents across the counrty are black, she
said. ‘Several applications ' have been
filled out so far by conventioneers. and
‘MS. Highfield said she is “very en-
couraged.” . T i
The federal government is also
prominent among other exhibitors at
the convention. Included among the fed-
eral agencies are several branches of{
the Department of Justice, the National
v RERQE Cont oy o8

;ddo jonb

Aeronautics and Space Administration
and all branches of the military. ‘
NASA, which in June began train-
ing three black men and two women to
be astronauts, put together a promotion
booth which included -booklets such as
“Minority _Profiles”” of NASA em-

ployees. The booth also contained infor- °
mation explaining how space technolo-

gy boosts technology on Earth.

Attending NAACP conventions is a

recent addition to many federal agen-
cies’ public relations programs. The fed-

€ral government, in contributing over -
45 booths to the Portland convention, is, .

in the words of one CIA representative, -
“really going for affirmative action.” i

% . AN pow T

— Among employee recrulting booths at the
el Aasocla (I’gn for the Advancement of

" Colored People convention in Portiand was one for the Central Intelligence

Agency. Employees Avon Harding (left), Mike Poell (back to camera) ar
Mary Corrado-staff booth where tiims, literature and pictures wer_eﬂiﬂsf_

played. Several federal agencles have similar recruiting bpoths. .. ..o
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also a 3@}3 market

By PAUL MANLEY
Journal Staff Writer

s Jobs are looking for. apphcants —_
. especially among members of minority

-groups — this week at Portland’s Me-
- morial Coliseum, where- the National :

" Association’ for ' the - Advancement . of .
'Colored People- convention is-in prog

ress.
“Got the resume blues?” asks the sign
at the Control Data Corp. display. “Our

; nationwide computer network matches.

job seekers and employers faster.” "<,
Ia front of the sign, a battery of com

puters spews information outo screens

-while another screen “plays - games”

~ with onlookers who pause to punch itsa

buttons . <. just like home ‘television:
_sets, but with a greater vanety of pat~
; tems e

_not limited to convention delegates. -

"t “We accept resumes:from- apph-
cants,” Walker explained, ‘‘and discuss |
“‘opportunities, within our companies. We‘,

find out what spécific fields they’re im-

terested inm, then after the convention’ | Cf
‘we go back and discuss the applicants -

James V. Walker Morr Plams, Nf 1
* manager of equal. opportumty affairs:, -
‘for Warner-Lambert €o., 2 major drug:
-firm, stressed that the quiseum‘s ex- |
< hibit hali-— where the” recruiters. are.|.
‘holding forth — is open to-the pubhc"-»

i Comsat, the space satelhte fxrm. is
there in force.
- “We're looking not only for high-
: technology people,” said William Lock-
ett, Washirngton, D.C., Comsat’s - assis-
! tant director of personnel. “We have 1
‘large support groups and need attor- |
} neys, finance people and others. BuL
‘we'’re pnmanly interested u_?mmormes
i m the engmeermg field.” TR
- Participating in- the NAACP conven- .
. tion “serves a two-fold- purpose,” Lock- -
“ett said. *It gives us an opportunity. to .

e*cplam what Comsat is and to-acquaint i

!” young people with the technology and :
hopefully get them mterested atan ear—:
ly age” - ..~ - -\.‘,--“
: Government agencxes - mc.udmg
_ the armed forces, National Aeronautics :

- and Space Administration and’ the FBI |
.~—.all are recruiting during the NAACP.-
convention. Even- the Central Inte‘h--
gence Agency is there. : =~ nh & n
T “We're mterested in recrumng and
‘also in - clearing up mlsconceptxons
“about ‘the ‘agency,” said Avon Hardmg.
a CIA equal employment officer: © .. ol

“We’'ve had excellent responses * 1‘
added Hardmgs associate, Mike, Poell
“We have a six-minute film desc'tbmg
‘the.history of the agency and-its"con-
'|"cept. This isthe third NAACP: conven- i

“(with company offxcxals) and refe' themg, Jo.”

*to hiring managers.’

But contacts aren’t’ Ixmxted to peopleu

actively seeking jobs, ‘Walker: pomted
out. “Some- young people like to be

counseled ‘about career directions, re- -

garding goals and" objectwes And thgy
want advice about study programs.”™

]
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(Castro puts African adventures ahead of U.S. ties

Dr Castro dld not specmcally mention the:
. current meeting of nonaligned  foreign min-
isters in Belgrade in which Yugoslav President
o . . Tito warned against “new forms of colonial
Cuban President Fidel Castro is putting both ' presence’ in Africa, a not very veiled refer-
his African ventures and his ties with the third : ence to Cuban and Soviet presence in that con-
world ahedxd of any, rapprochement with the .. tinent.. - !
United States. -~ _As if in answer, Pres1dent Castro sa.\d Cuba--
That is the message coming from Havana as-~ had no intention of pulling its thousands of sol- |
Cuba celebrates the 25th. anniversary of the: - diers out of Africa while various. African gov-- -

( | By James Nelson. Gosdsell T
Latin America correspondent of -
The Christian Science Monitor-

to power not only with a-sprucing up of the ‘: Cuba. has -close. to. 45,000 soldiers and civilians .
city itself but also the,visit of dozens of Asian | serving in.14 countries, with more than two-
and African leaders for the occasion. Aot 5 tmm of them in Ansola and thiopia... ..

sacrifice his colleagues in the third world for
relations - with - the .U.S.; bitterly" denounced
Washington, charging it ‘was- trying to_turn

i Tne‘spéech wns vintage Cast'mh It 'was one’
of his famous multihour performances — last-

Santiago de Cuba the spot where his move-
TIto remark lgnorod : "'—‘-" : e
Those listeners included Palesunian leader s | Butthe audience was unusual. Instead of the
Yasser Arafat, black Rhodesian leader Joshua = . hundreds of thousands mased in an open-air
Nkomo, and South A!rican black leader Oliver .. rally,: the- listeners .were:a ‘select grnup of .

Tambeo. e e e S man BRI B .17,000 specially invited guests.

ing nearly three hours, in the eastern city of -
. Philip Agee is in Cuba
“posiums on the U.S. intelligence ¢ comm ity. In

They heard him tick off what he regards as
the achievements of his revolution (improved

. education and housing, increased citizen parti-

cipation .in society). But the majority of the :
talk dealt with Cuba's international policies. .

. In addition to criticism of the U.S., which in-
- cluded charges that the U.S. abuses the human

rights of its citizens, Dr. Castro took swipes at
the Chinese. He denounced the govemment in

- Peking for its. treatment of Vietnam and what
start of the movement that brought Dr. Castro -, ernments-want their services. At the moment, -

he said was gross criticism of his-own African
policies. He called this “the. repugmnz trensom

- of the Chinese leaders.” .\ _-

...~ In addition to the Castro h the 25!11 an-

~ %3 niversary celebrations mc;uge i'n'i -week-Jong -
;f TIth annual World Youth Festival in Havana -

"’and a series of events scheduled to_spotlight -

"what one Cuban source called, “The infamous ' |
activities of the CIA.” . — .
Former Central lntelh ence

e : o O
official
S m— ;

e
Y

addition, the Cubans have brought forward a
Cuban national who suppoaedly_%:came a CIA
.operative in Latin. America while serving as a-

B

L o
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ARTICT.E APPFAKED -

Cuban newspaper says CIA

letrated by spy for Havana

q}"rom Inquirer Wire Services

HAVANA-—A Cuban spy. infiltrated
‘Ihe.CIA in the 1960s. and worked for
*Ib for eight years, the official Cuban
newspaper Granma has reported.
‘Granma said that the-spy, -Manuel

"Hevia Consuﬂuela, worked his ‘way -

.up~to a senior position in the agency
+and was- chief of security at a 1970
. méeting of governors of the  Inter-
'“~Amencan Development Bank. = '

+> Hevia Consulluela’s - CIA - career

began in 1962, when he pretended to
accept recruitment in Havana, the
newspaper said. It said he later left

Cuba, theoretically in exile, to work -

for the agency, while in fact he was
fulfilling instructions from Cuba se-
curity headquarters all the time.

He is writing a book, called “Pass-

port 11333—Eight Years: with the .

CIA,” that is to be pubhshed soon,
Granma- said:-

The report comcxded thh an ap-
pearance’ on. Cuban television by

Philip .Agee, a former CIA agent,
who denounced the agency’s activi-
ties. In a 30-minute interview, Agee
discussed CIA operations in Latin
America - during the 1960s and said
that part if his work had been to
damage Cuba’s relations with other
Latin American countries.

Agee, who wrote a book on his CIA
career for which he was threatened
with prosecution by the agency, was
invited to Cuba to take part in the
week-long , “World Youth Festival,”
which begins here tomorrow. As
part of the event, a commission is to
mv&sngate “The Crimes of Imperial-
ism,” focusing in parncular on. CIA
actions. -

The CIA has been accused of and
in some cases has admitted, various
operations against Cuba, including
plots against the life of President
Fidel Castro.

During Tuesday night's’ interview,.
Agee said ‘he wanted to heip people
understand better ‘“what the CIA is

"doing and how to identify its person-

nel in different parts of the world.”
" He said his second book, *“Dirty
Work, The- CIA in Europe," was
being printed and-was more impor-
tant than his first one, “CIA Dlary —
Inside the Company.” . -
Agee added: “I have a contract for
a third book with my editors in Lon-

.don which has to do with the CIA i in

different regions of the world.”

- He said he believed that *‘the inter-

ests of the CIA are really against the
peoples-of  the .world, and. that -in~

.cludes .. the peoples of.,the Umted

States themselves.”
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Spy for Cuba reported

in‘CIA in 1960s

o Havana
A Cuban spy infiltrated the CIA _
_in the 1960s, and worked for it for
eight years, the official Cuban
newspaper Granma has reported.
The man, Manuel Hevia Con- -
-sulluela, is writing a book about
his spy experiences. He worked
his way up to a senior position in
the CIA and was chief of security
at a 1970 meeting of gavernors of r
the inter-American Development
Bank, the paper said July 25. -
The newspaper said the Cuban
agent pretended to accept recruit-
ment by the CIA in Havana in .
1962, and later went into exile to
work for the agency. In.fact, he
was fulfilling instructions from Cu-
ban security headquarters,
Granma said. o o
The report coincided with an
appearance on Cuban television
by Philip Agee, a former CIA
agent, who denounced the
agency’s activities. Mr. Agee, in a
30-minute interview, discussed-
CIA operations in Latin America
during the 1960s, and said part of
his work had been to damage Cu-
ban relations with other Latin
American countries. -
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RADIO TV REPORTS, |

4435 WISCONSIN AVENUE, NW. WASHINGTON, D.C. 244-3540

FOR PUBLIC AFFA!'RS STAFF
PROGRAM ABC World News Tonight STATION WJLA TV
ABC Network
DATE July 25, 1978 7:00 PM CITY Washington, D. C.
SUBJECT New Castro Broadside at ClIA?

FRANK REYNOLDS: ABC News has learned that Fidel
Castro is preparing another broadside against the CIA. On
Thursday, in Havana, the Cuban government will reveal what
it calls new evidence that the CIA tried to make it appear
that Cuba was directly involved in the assassination of
President Kennedy.

According to our information, the Cubans will pre-
sent at least one, possibly two, so-called double agents,
men who worked for the CIA, but actually were loyal to Castro,
who will again, according to the Cubans, prove the CIA tried
to blame Cuba for the President's murder.

We're also told the Cubans will make public their
version of recent CIA actions against them in Africa. And
just why Fidel Castro has chosen to renew the old controversy
about the assassination is not clear. But our source, who Is
a high official of the Cuban government, insisted the information
to be revealed is new.

A CIA spokesman said today the agency has no idea
what the Cubans will say, but the charge that the CIA deliber-
ately tried to place the blame for the assassination on Cuba
fs "ridiculous."

OFFICES IN: NEW YORK o LOSANGELES o CHICAGO e DETROIT e AND OTHER PRINCIPAL CITIES

Material supplied by Radio TV Reports, Inc. may be used tor file and reference purposes only. f may not be reproduced, sold or publicly demonstrated or exhibited.
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ARTICLE APPEARED

0N PARE

DARK ROLE f=.2%%;

Axerican people, our Cen-
vral Intelligence Agency
recruited and trained
anti-Castro Cubans Zor an
invasion of Cuba. which
resulted in the Bay of
Pigs disaster.

In 1964, unknown to the
Americaa people, our Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency
hired Cuban exile vilots
"to help protect the Congo
government (now Zaire) in
Africa, then- headed by -.

e

PARADE MAGAZINE
THE WASHINGTON POST
23 July 1978

several mércenary armies
to fight in Angola. Un-
fortunately., they lost.

Details of that sad opera-—

tion in Africa are de-
tailed by John Stockwell,
CIA chief of the Angola

_ task force. in his book

"In Search of Enemies.”
The role of the CIA in
implementing U.S. foreign
policy is far greater than
the average American .
realizes. And so. long as
the CIA continues such

:clandestine overations,.

Premier Moise Tshombe, from -the American taxpayer must

Coxmmunist encroachment.
In 1975, unknown to the
American people, our Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency
recruited and managed

_ accept its dark role on

faith--falth in the abil-

~ity of elected legislators

to oversee this necessary
bapd of elitist spies.

LY « ¥

AUTHOR JOHN STOCKWELL .

Abproved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

STAT



ARTICLE APBEARFI

cA PAGE.A — Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

27 JULY 1978

———

United P{en International

Newly released files show the CIA
suspicious that the Soviets may have
brainwashed Lee Harvey Oswald,
sought unsuccessfully to exhume his
-corpse to- see if his reported 1959 sui-
i clde attempt was a Russian cover-up,

" The CIA consxdered Oswald’s al-
. "leged suicide attemgt four years be-
fore he killed John F. Kennedy “one
» of the crucial points in Oswald’s ex-
. periences in.:the - Soviet Union,”
% according to.‘an internal Warren
“ Commission memo made public yes-
. terday under the Freedom of Infor-
%matmn Act.: . .

% The CIA wanted to dlg up Oswald s
orpse and closely examine a scar on
his left wrist, where he supposedly
“‘deeply slashed'” himself upon learn-

ing on Oct. 21, 1959, he ad been
. demed Sovnet cmzenshlp
THE CIA FELT.“it’th". suicide

incident is: a fabrication, the time
supposedly:spent by Oswald in recov-

ng.. . . in a Moscow hospital could
“*'have been spent by him in Russian
" Secret Police custody being coached,
" brainwashed, etc., for his appear-
~ance at the' ‘American embassy”’

three days later to renounce hls U S.,
citxzenshm, the memo said. - 5o

Oswald‘s_body never was dug up,
.-and the commission. made: no final
- “judgment on whether his suicide at-

. tempt was authentic. .«

_ Followers of conspiracy theories
contend that one strong possibility is
Oswald was a. Sovxet agent when' he
shot Kennedy. 'y.0 .. o -

A copy of the memo from one com—

" mission: assistant: counsel,. W. David
Slawson; to- another, Arlem Specter,

- was made:available to UP! by Mich-
ael Levy; a freelance researcher who

" obtained thousands. of: assassmatxon
documents through an FOIrequest.”

- The commission’s 1964 report said.
an autopsy- showed Oswald had a-
scar on his. left wrist — the kind"

which could have been caused by a
suicide attempt. It said medical
records furnished by the Soviet gov-

ernment stated Oswald was treated .

Oct. 21-28, 1959, at the Botkinskaya

Hospital in Moscow for a:self-in-

flicted wound on the left wrist. .. . .

The ;newly released memo. re-

vealed ‘CIA skepticism because: Os-

i wald rePortedly slashed his.wrist so
deeply *

tourist -guide he . would supposedly

w;-...ih

'HILES SHOW

“IT IS THIS suicide whlch is sup-
posed to have convinced the Russians
of his sincerity-and caused them to
change their minds about lettm him
enter the Soviet Union. It is, t
fore, a -crucial occurrence.” the

memo said. .
{ heet wr"’z :

"..

: Although Osweld’ﬁ expatriation at-

tempt was rejected,. he eventually
was allowed to stay’ in the. Sovxet
.Union until June 1962,
* Oswald was killed by J ackRuby in
the Dallas police station two days
after the assassination, and the com-
mission -memo said that three
months later FBI Director J. Edgar
- Hoover was ‘‘reluctant to exhume
8?Xl§}d s body as requested by the
Slawson- sald he dxd not want "to
force the FBI's hand on this pomt"
‘unless examination of Oswald’s
decayed remains ‘“‘could establish
. that the scar represents what
was once a deep wound. of the kind
which could cause sudden death by
bleeding.” o p

STAT

ere- -

QA SOUGHT VAINI.Y '50 EXHUME OSWAI.D'S BODY,

!
|
i
|
]

that had he not.been found a:
few . minutes later by his ‘Russian |

have died.” ol L
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ARTICLE APPEARED 7 August 1978

ON PAGE_ 70,

“Hail, Caesar! And now the netws?”
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THE WASHINGTION POST
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Worldwide Effort
Bemg Launched i to
‘Destablhze CIA

By George Lardner Jr.
. ‘Washington Post Séeff Writer :
Perched just. below-Dupont Circle is. the appar-
‘ently temporary headquarters  of a new. interna-

tional campugn to “destlbllize" the Central Intelli-

zence Agency. - .- PR :
- The anti-CIA announcements are bemg made in
‘Havana, but the vehicle is a magazine heing put to-
gether by former. CIA. officer-Philip Agee, “the
agency's No. 1 nemesis,” and a2 number of colleagues
bent on - “exposing CIA personnel and operations
whenever and wherever we find them.” =

The new publication, which is expected to appear
roughly six times a year, is called the Covert -Ac-
-tion Information Bulletin, and its tone is uncompro-
xmsing. Urging a worldwide effort to print the name
"of anyone who works abroad for the CIA, Agee ad-
vises readers of the premier.issue not to stop there.
Once the  names. have- been - made.-publie, he
_recommends: ’

“Then organize public demonstrations against
:those named—both at the American‘-embassy and at
‘their homes—and, where possible, bring pressure on
‘the government to throw them out. Peaceful protest
will do the job. And when it doesn’t, those whom
the CIA has most oppressed will find other ways of
fighting back.”

Agee concludes: “We can all aid this struggle, to-
gether with the stmggle'for socialisnt in the Umted
States itself.”

“This thing is incredible ... unbelievable,™ ex-
claimed CIA spokesman Herbert Hetu. “The motiva-
‘tion of these people has got to-be more than that
they’re just ticked off at the CIA.

* “This goes beyond whistle-blowing,” Hetu added
.of the magazine. “Whistle-blowing’ is supposed to be
directed at wrongdoing. These people are operating
under the overall pretext that everytmng we do is
wrong.”. - e

Expelled from Br!tain and a succession of other
Western . European countries over -the..past. two
‘years, Agee is reportedly living in. Rome, but the
‘magazine is: being published here by C. I. Publica
tions Inc, a nonprofit corporation set up.in . the
District on Dec. 22, S te agme

Its incorporators, dlrector! and ofﬂcers ere wil.
liam H. Schaap, a lawyer and editor in chief of a
newsletter called the Military Law Reporter; Ellen
Ray, a colleague of Schaap on various boards and,
projects; and Louis Wolf, coeditor with Agee of a
new book entitled “Dirty Work: The CIA ln West-
‘ern Europe.” ‘

1t is designed partly as a how-to-do-it book almedl
at “breaking the ‘cover’ of thousands of CIA agents.
around the world.” i

The headquarters of C. L Publlcations Inc. is |
given in the incorporation papers as. a sixth-floor
suite in the Dupont Circle Building at 1348 Connect-
jcut Ave. NW, which houses the Public Law Educa- .
tion Institute. i

t
. The institute’s president, Thomas P. Alder told a
reporter yesterday he had not been aware of .
Schaap s use of the address for his “sideshow” mag-
‘azine and indicated he would put a stop to it. The
institute publis h es the Mxhtary Law Reporter
Schaap edits.

. The financing for the new undertaking was un.
‘clear. Alder said Schaap, Agee and .all the others
who could answer such questions were still in Ha.
vana, where they have been taking partin an anti-
CIA tribunal that began last week as part of the In.
‘ternational Youth Festival. .

In announcing the plans there, Agee and Schaap
have said they hope to establish a worldwide net-
work of “researchers” who will keep CIA officers
under close scrutiny and forward their names to the
Covert Action Information Bulletin for publication.
Others associated with Agee in the so-called “CIA
‘Watch” are James and Elsie Wilcott, former CIA fi-
nance and support personnel who are also taking
part in the Havana festival.

In a joint statement in the first (July 1978) issue
-of Covert Action entitled “Who We Are,” Agee and:
the others describe the magazine as a successor to ;
Counter-Spy, which went out of business a year
.and a half ago.

Counter-Spy folded after a welter of controversy
-over the 1975 assassination in Athens of CIA station
chieft Richard S. Welch. The magazine had earlier
listed Welch’s name as a CIA ofﬁcial staﬁoned in
Peru.

Unlike Counter-Spy, Agee and the others said in

the first issue of Covert Action, “We are confident
that there will be sufficient subscribers to make this
publication a permanent weapon in the fight against
the CIA, the FBI, military intelligence and all the !
other instruments of U.S. imperhl.ist oppression
throughout the world.” - -
', According to John H. Rees, edxtorof a conserva.
tive newsletter called Information Digest and Wash-
ing ton correspondent for the Review of the News
‘magazine (or!gina.!.y put out by the John Birch.
‘Society), Schaap is a member of the National Law-
yers Guild, and, with Ray, served on the Counter-
‘Spy magazine advisory board. The two also partici-
pated together in the National Lawyers Guild's
Southeast Asia Military Law Project and served as
the guild’s observers in February 1977 at the
‘Baader-Meinhof trials in Stammhein. Rees ‘reported
in Information Digest’s latest issue.

" Several hundred copies of Covert Action were re-

portedly sent from Washington, and more wero dis-
tributed free in Havana.

[P A
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o Former ClA agenL Phlhp Agee.
-speakmg before a tribunal at the 11th*:
‘World Festival of Youth and St.udents «
in Havana, claimed the U.S..agency. &
.was responsible for the deaths of 100 j
“Cubans in a 1960 explosion on ‘a ship’ ‘;
"carrying Belgian armsto Cubai{He
.gave no details. Agee also. charged
that the CIA fabricated. a documenl. |
purporting to contain names of Peru-,
“vians on the payroll of the Cuban
. Embassy in-Lima. After the list ap- "
peared in aLima newspal;()er the Per-. -
uvian - government ‘b
wnth Cuban. ;:jf;;,_

TEe

|
roke relations A
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Cuba Charg'e-s_; CIA
Plotted to Kill Castro

‘As Recently as 1976

R T )

By Marlise Simons
8pectal to The Washington Post

- HAVANA —The Cuban government mounted a.

major _attack on the U.S. Central Intelligence
Agency Yyesterday, producing for the first time al-
leged double agents who claimed that CIA efforts to
“assassinate Premier Fidel.Castro continued until as
recently as 1976, - . ... ... :
" The charges were made- before a ' so-called
“tribunal against imperialism” being  conducted
‘while 20,000 young leftists and communists from 140
nations take part in this week’s 11th International
Youth Festival, = =7 “mel it i
' ",In addition to the new charges concerning'a num-
ber of alleged CIA plots to assassinate Castro, the
“double agents and other Cuban prisoners'who testi-
fied yesterday. also made new allegations related to
the assassination of President Kennedy. '

The Cuban governmenit is also expected to release

a 24-page document shortly called “CIA, Cuba Ac- !

cuses” detailing Havana’s charges that the CIA has
“obscured and twisted information concerning the
death of John F. Kennedy.” R
" The decision to air these charges at yesterday's
’tribunal may have been designed, in part, to steal
‘the thunder from the U.S. House Assassinations
“Committee, which seat a delegation here in April to
pursue various questions about the Kennedy assassi-
nation. -
The House panel is planning-to.hold public hear-
ings on its JFK inquiry next month. - -
The Kennedy assassination allegations were over-
‘shadowed here yesterday, however, by testimony
that plots to. kill Castro continued until only two
years ago, despite CIA claims that any such activi-
ties were discontinued in 1965, .. - :
_ . This claim was made by several double agents, in-
cluding. Nicolas Alberto Sirgado Ros, who said he
-gcted a3 a double agent for 10 years until 1978. -
*"- Sirgado, who said he was recruited by the CIA
_during a visit to London im 1966/ said the CIA had
frained him- in -a variety of techniques and in 1974,
asked: hinr to plant a microphone in the offices of
. Osmany Clenfuegos, who-holds the key job of secre-
tary to Cuba’s Council of Ministers.... .- .- .. .

In 1976, Sirgado said he was asked to provide an
itinerary of a visit to Angola by Castro—a request
interpreted here as an indication that the CIA
might have been planning to assassinate the Cuban
leader while he was on that trip.

- Sirado said he passed carefully prepared misinfor-
mation to the: CIA, and later that year, received a
letter of congratulation and a wrist watch from Sec-
retary of State Henry Kissinger.

Another Cuban, Jose Fernandez Santos, said a
further threat on Castro’s life was expected in Mex-
ico in 1976. . :

~ Two men, whom he identified as Francisco Man-
uel ' Camargo Saavedra and Patricio Sanchez,
scouted Mexico City's airport and a downtown mon-
ument as possible sites for the assassination, Fer-
nandez said.

A succession of five former double agents pro-

" voked strong emotional responses with stories of

how they had succeeded in sabotaging CIA plots to
kill Castro. .
One of the self-professed double agents, Abel Hai-
‘ dar Elias, testified that on one occasion, he had
been given a powerful rifle to pass to a chosen as-
sassin. - . ’ o
When the agent told the tribunal that he bad
. never delivered the weapon, the audience gave him
: a standing ovation.
The panel also heard a variety of claims regard-

‘. ing the Kennedy assassination.

Much of the testimony suggested that the C!A

_had sought to convince the public that Lee Haxwey !
Oswald had dealings with Cuba long before the |

Kennedy assassination. By so doing, witnesses ar-
gued, the sources behind the Kennedy murder
could protect the real culprit and instead involve
. Cuba, thus justifying a U.S. invasion to overthrow
Castro. . - " U
The most dramatic testimony came from Eusebio
Azcue Lopez, who was consul at the Cuban Embassy
on Sept. 27, 1963, when a man claiming to be Lee
Harvey Oswald requested a visa-to travel to Cuba.
Azcue said “the man I saw on TV being killed by
Jack Ruby, in no way looked like the man I had
..seen three months earlier.”

The CIA photos of Oswald presented to the War- -

ren Commission “were also not of the man I had
seen” in Mexico, Azcue said. He told the tribunal he
reported this immediately to- Raul Roa, then Cuban
_foreign minister. - - T w e
- Rolando Cubelas Secades, now serving. a 23-year
prison. term,. also appeared and denied the CIA’s
claim that he was a. double’ agent, saying, “This is
_completely false, a perfidious lie” .. .. . y
_Cubelas, who has. already served more than 12
.years in prison for ‘“crimes aganst the state,”
appeared emotional as he-left jail yesterday for the
first time. The man who is said to have gone under
-the CIA. code name AM LASH told the tribunal he

worked. only for the CIA between. 1961 and his ar
rest: in 1966.- .. roinTe 00T G Pl s wati K

CONTINUES
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Cuba Says C.I.A. Fabricated Evidence on Kennédy

By ALAN RIDING
Speciai to The New York Times

HAVANA, Aug. 2 — Cuba accused the
United States Central Intelligence
Agency today of fabricating evidence in
order to link Havana with the assassina-
tion of President John F. Kennedy and
thus justify further American efforts to
_overthrow the.Castro Government.

In lengthy testimony before a political
‘“tribunal,” organized to coincide with
the-'11th’ International Youth Festival,
‘Cuban officials also. charged the C.I.A.
with plotting numerous assassination at-
tempts against Cuba’s President, Fidel
Castro. - i )

Evidence of some of these plots was

provided by six Cuban *‘double agents,”
who apparently infiltrated Cuban exile
groups in Miami and collaborated with
the C.I.A. until as recently as 1976.
- But while many of the Cuban charges
were not new —. some witnesses even
quoted. evidence from the report of the
United States Senate’s Select Committee
on the C.I.LA. — the Cuban Government
did provide fresh testimony casting doubt
on some C.I.A. claims that linked Presi-
dent Kennedy’s accused assassin, Lee
Harvey Oswald, to Cuba. R

Eusebio Azcué Lépez, a former Cuban
consul in Mexico City, told the tribunai
that the person claiming to be Lee Har-

vey Oswald who visited him Sept. 27,

X

:*“The person in the film was younger and

.lines and older face of the person who re-

.gating Commission, Idalberto Guevara

' -
—

1963, to request a visa.for Cuba was not
the same person who appeared in films
and photographs as the arrested assassin
of Mr. Kennedy. The Warren Commission
reported the C.I.A.’s evidence that Lee
Harvey Oswald had visited the Cuban
consulate on that day.

“Inno way did the person I saw in film
and photographs resemble th ¥ person
who visited me,”’ said Mr. Azcué;who has
never before given evidence in public.

with a pudgier face compared to the hard

quested the visa.*’ v
A member of a so-called Cuban Investi-

Quintana, who presented today’s main
charges against the C.I.A., said that
there was a growing body of evidence
suggesting efforts to link Cuba to the as-
sassination even before it took place.

-Mr. Guevara charged that, contrary to
evidence presented to the Warren Com-
mission, no one by the name of Lee Har-
vey Oswald belonged to the so-called
“Fair Play to Cuba’’ organization in the
United States and that no affiliate of that
group existed in New Orleans, where Mr.
Oswald had allegedly been a militant.

He also said that, contrary to evidence
presented by the C.I. A. to the Senate’s Se-
lect Committee, the person who sought a
visa for Cuba in Mexico City never an-
nounced while in the consulate that he

was planning to kill President Kennedy..

The C.1.A., Mr. Guevara said, tried to
link Cuba to the murder by emphasizing
links between Mr. Oswald’s assassin,
Jack Ruby, and the Mafia leader Santos
Traficante, who visited Cuba in 1959 in an
unsuccessful effort to persuade Mr. Cas-
tro to reopen Havana's casinos.

Mr. Guevara further maintained that |
the C.1.A. has tried to hide the fact that
Lee Harvey Oswald was recruited by the
agency while in Japan in 1958.

Mr. Guevara accused the C.I.A. of de-
ceiving the Senate’s Select Committee by
suggesting that Rolando Cubelas Se-
cades, who iS now serving a 25-year
prison term here for espionage for the
United States, was in fact a double agent,
thus trying to discredit his evidence of as-
sassination plots against President Cas-
tro. Mr. Cubelas appeared before the
tribunal today and admitted working for
the C.L.A. in Cuba from 1961 to 1968.

Another witness before the tribunal,
which has been organized with the princi-
pal objective of placing the C.I.A. on trial
and which is called “Youth Accuses Im-
perialism,” was Juan Felaifel Canahan,
a Cuban intelligence agent who infil.
trated Cuban exile groups and the C.I.A.
in Miami between April 1963 and Febru-
ary 1966.
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Phl“lp Agee, former CIA agcnt, gestures as he testl- : day Agee talked about personal Involvements i in CIA
fles at a youth- conference tribunal in Havana yester- acllvltlesin Cuba. e
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WASHINGTON STAR (GREEN LINE)

D.C.’s man in Havana

We doubt that many District taxpayers will be
warmed by the thought of a school board mem-
ber using public money to attend an anti-West-
ermn propaganda spectacular in Havana.
Whatever the level of taxpayer outrage over
Frank Shaffer-Corona’s $756 travel allowance,
the expenditure is a misuse of the school sys-
tem’'smoney.. o

Mr. Shaffer-Corona is spendmg 884 a day from
D.C. coffers while in Cuba for the 11th World
Festival of Youth and Students, The Star’s
Gloria Borger reports. Despite the felicitous
title, the festival is a political event without the

remotest application to the education of Wash- '

ington schoolchildren.

‘“anti-imperialist solidarity’” and banning the
neutron bomb. Philip Agee outlining plans for
new anti-CIA activities. Yasir Arafat, the Pales-
tinian terrorist chief, damning American and
Israeli misdeeds. Fidel Castro ordering up fire-
works as the gracious host of it all.

The traveling school board member has not
been available in the last few days to explain

how the left-wi.ng'.bash in Havana is going to

. urging that he reconsider. Mr. Smith also ap-

’"—-m travel expenses to attend educational confer-

And what politics! A filled sta dxum watching ences and training sessions, are too vague. Mr.

delegates from the U.S. carrying banners about ..

Felp anyone deal with the District’s school prob-
“lems. -
" Mr. Shaffer-Corona’s request for the travel
money did not go unquestioned, by the board
president and by board and District financial .
officials. Board of Education President Conrad '
Smith at one point wrote to Mr. Shaffer-Corona
protesting his planned use of board funds and

pealed to Schools Superintendent Vincent Reed,
who understandably begged off commenting on
_thetravel pracnces of the elected board.

s .w+ A problem is that the board’s guidelines,
““under which each member can draw up to $1,350

Shaffer-Corona was able to justify his Havana i
expenses for bureaucratic purposes by citing ;
the high-sounding educational claims of the :
World Festival's sponsors. f
. Tighter, more specific guidelines are in order, | !
pamcularly if D.C. school board members can- l
not be relied on to use reasonable judgment in |
such matters. In the board’s definition of the !

‘kinds of travel for which the public can be |

billed, an exphcxt exclusion of political propa- 1
ganda sessions may be necessary. 7 j
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Don’t ask th

If the Carter administration desires any adviceon *
licies, it had better not look for it in the -
Serrate; which indicated this week that it has lost the .

its Africapo

capacity to think clearly on that subject. It did so
when it voted, 53 to 29, to recommend that the U.S.
break off diplomatic relations with Cuba until Cuba
pulls its military forces out of Africa. The State

Department rejected the recommendation, for the -
good reason that the U.S. has more to gain than Cuba
) "~ there — the Belgians and the French. The American

_ CIA cooperates warmly with the repressive white .

- minerity in

does from our limited diplomatic ties.

It is especially foolish to consider self-punishing
retaliation over a difference of this kind because the
difference itself is hard to justify. Much more is be-
ing made over the Cubans in Africa than the matter
deserves. The Cubans have not caused nearly as
many long-run problems for the U.S. in Africa as has
the CIA, and if the Senate wished to be helpful to
Amiefican interests there it would recommend pull-
ing out the CIA and leaving the Cubans alone. The
Cuban troops have in fact been of some use to

e Senaie

Americans by providing security for Guif Oil's drill- |

ing operations in Angola. Were the Cubans to leave,
we would have to replace them or risk the loss of that

- oil.

Unfortunately for the U.S., the Cubans are on the

" side that is ultimately the most likely to win in Africa

— the black nationalists — while the U.S. appears to

_-be in league with the former colonial nations that -

have lost Africa and are now only a token power

ica, while the Cubans help train
the black soldiers who one day will help pitch the
whites out. The more we complain about the Cubans

. ‘in.Africa and threaten retaliation against them, the

more clear it becomes to the Africans whose side
we're on. . o . .

Our future relations in Africa, as well as our
present relations with Cuba, would have been further
soured if the Senate had got its way this week. —L.H.
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Management

’Soviet Defense Spending
Expected to Sustain Rise

Washington—Soviet defcnse spending has grown at an annual rate of 4-5'% in the
decade ending 1977, and the upward trend in allocation of resources to defense is
expected to continue, according to the Central Intelligence Agency.

The CIA’s, National Forcign Asscss-
ment (T:Eﬁr;s;id spending grew from 40-
45 billion rubles in 1967 to 58-63 billion
rubles in 1977, Its report centered on ruble
comparisons for the growth trend. In
Moscow, the ruble’'s U. S. dollar value is
about $1.25, an exchange rate considered
artificially high, when the actual vahic is
ncarcr 80 cents.

In its impact on the Soviet ecconomy,
defense spending had thesc cffects:

® Defense consumed 11-12% of the
Soviet gross national product, and defense
investment consumed about one-third of
the final product of the machine-building
" and metalworking industrics.

B Bcetween 65 and 75% of Soviet males
reaching draft age were conscripted into
the armed forces, or 3-4% of the total
labor force.

® In the period studied, more than half
the total spending went for capital invest-
ment, about onc-fourth for operating
expenditures and over one-fifth for
research, development, testing and evalua-
tion.

The share allocated to the Soviet %ir
force increased largely due to the buildup
in frontal aviation, assigned for strike and
deployed in Warsaw Pact nations and on
the Chinese border. Spending for the
Sovict navy and national air defense forces
grew more slowly than defense spending as
a whole, the report noted.

The CIA said most of the growth in
navy spending was allocated to ballistic
missile submarines, while the air force
used most of its funding for interceptor
aircraft. Strategic rocket forces received
the smallest share of investment and oper-
ating funding and were primarily con-
cerned with deployment cycles for inter-
continental ballistic missiles,

However, the CIA said spending for
Soviet forces along the border with
Communist China grew at more than
twice the rate of the total, and now
commands 10% of the total defense spend-
ing.

*Soviet economic growth has been slow-
ing in the 1960s and 1970s, and we fore-
cast a further slowdown in the 1980s,” the
CIA said. “Nonetheless, all of the
cvidence available to us on Soviet defensc
programs under way-and planned suggests
that the long-term upward trend in alloca-
tion of resources to defense is likely to
continue into the 1930s.” .

There also is no indication, the CIA
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pointed out, that Soviet economic prob-
lems are causing major changes in defense
policy.

Defense spending will grow in the next

two or three ycars but at a lower rate due .
to completion of current ICBM, submar- |
inc and fighter aircraft programs. It will
accclerate again in the carly 1980s when |
the Russians deploy weapon systems now .

under development.

The CIA also stated that conclusion of 2
stratcgic arms limitation talks (SALT)
agreement along the lines now generally
taken by the U.S. and the Sovict Union

would not, in itself, significantly slow the

growth of Soviet defense spending.

Spending by services included these

trends:

® Air force—Spending incrcased more |

rapidly than for any other military service.
The number of tactical aircraft in frontal
aviation categories increased by about
50% over the !0-ycar period, mostly
deployed along the Chinesc border—
where the number grew more than five-
fold.

# Cround forces —Investment consist-
ertly took a little over 50% of ground
forces spending, mainly for purchase of
tanks and mobile tactical surface-to-air
missiles and some artillery and armored
personnel carriers. Again, the Chinese
border was the leading buildup arca. The
Soviets doubled the number of divisions
there.

® Navy—Spending for ballistic missile
submarines grcw at a rapid pace between
1967 and 1974, while spending for gener-
al-purpose navy forces dcclined. These
trends were reversed after 1974. Emphasis
is on forces associated with strategic
attack, open-occan antisubmarine warfare
and open-occan antishin missions, includ-
ing deployment of Kresta- and Kara-class
guided-missile cruisers and Kiev-class air-
craft carriers. Antiship posture was also
sirengthened by procurement of long-
range Tupolev Backfire bombers.

® Strategic rocket forces—In 1977,
uniformed military personnel assigned to
the service numbered more than 300,000,
slightly fewer than the forces in 1967.
Most of tht spending was allocated to
1CBM forces, or about three-fourths of
the total for the service. In 1977, spending
for the strategic forces rose above its 1967
level for the first time, showing an
increase of about 3%.

1
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I

Soviet Press: Specmhsts in Slander

The Soviet convictxon of two Ameri-
can newsmen for “slander and defa-
mation” must be one of the supre:ne
ironies of our time. Iit's Soviet journal-
ists who are specialists in slander.

An intelligence study declares cate-

‘goricany that many Soviet correspon-

dents “double as intelligence opera-
tives” and “influence local press cover-
age of international developments.”
Their entire discipline. is to spread mis-

information about the United States. *
Yet the Kremlin had the incredible h

gall to accuse Craig Whitney of The
New York Times and Harold Pipér of

The Baitimore Sun of slandering the.
- committee- that controls the Soviet
media. This is the same committee that

pours out daily venom against the
United States.

Soviet newscasts portray the Unmed

States as an “imperialist” and ‘“racist” .

nation,. ever plotting against socialist
governments and thresiening . world
peace. Yet the real im . today
are the Soviets, who support. Cuban
mercenaries in Africa and communist
subversives around the world. .

The Kremiin has introduced the age
of “double-speak” and-“double-think”
forecast by the late George Orwell.

-Such words as freedom, democracy,

peace and justice have been debased.
Communist dictatorships pose-as “peo-
ple’'s democracies” and brand true de-
mocracies as dictatorshi

The study, prepared

lect Committee on
ates how the Soviets distort the news.

Moro, for example, was recently kid-
naped and Kkilled by terrorists. But
Moscow blatantly broadcast that, ‘“to
call a spade a spade,” the mastermind
behind the kidnaping “is called the
Central Intelligence Agency and the
foreign power it belonga to u the
United States.”. :

Declares the study: “The Sowets
have attem Fted._by repeated efforts in
a variety of media, to establish in the
European mind that the kidnaping of
Aldo Moro was the work of western in-
Elggenm servica. or speciﬁcally. the

Indeed, the Sovieu not only distort
the news, they forge it. The study cites..
this example:.“A forged US. Informa~.
tion Service press release, containing a.-

. Spurious speech by President Carter;.

implied that.the US. was exerting
heavy pressure on the Greek govern.
ment with rapect to Greece's relation-
ship with NATO.” This phony press re-
lease- “was mailed to various-Greek
newspapers in September of 1977.”
(The- U.S. Information Service is now
part of the lntemtxonal Commumca-
tions Agency.) -

The Soviet KGB, according to the
study, alizes in forging official
U.S. ocuments - which - contain
"demea.ning ‘references to friendly
governments. The: Arab world, and
Egypt in particular, appear to have

- . been pmnc targets of recent KGB for-
tl:b Centnl gery
for the House Se- -

telligence, illustr-- -
.= operates. an

The Sovxet propaganda apparatus,
the study states, is “second to none.” It
-“extensive shortwave

Former Italian Prime Minister Aldo+: radio system,” broadcasting in &

. buro approves the major themes of the |
» Soviet propaganda campaigns—and :

- .,_»‘1 |

languages; “two news agencies; the
pro-Soviet communist parties; interna
nonal communist fronts; bilateral
friendship societies . .. and a large
corps of foreign correspondent.s. many
of them Soviet intelligence officers.”.
The Kremlin has invested heavily in
this worldwide propaganda output.
“Our rough estimate,” speculate the -
CIA analysts,'is- that “$2 biliion per .
year might be on" the conservanve i
side.” :
" The propaganda maclnne is closely
controiled by the Kremlin.."“The Polit-

the means which will be used to dis- :
seminate them. For exampie, KGB for-
geries and other major covert actions
require Politburo concurrence. Mik-

- hail Suslov, a party secretary and sen-

jor member of the Politburo in pomt
of service, holds the propaganda port-
folio’ within the Politburo.” - . .«
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U.S. NEWS & WORLD REPORT
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An official report bares inner workings of Moscow's
global propaganda network. Lies, forgeries, unsuspecting
dupes and “fronts” are used to defame America.

The Soviet Union is speeding up ex-
pansion of its already massive propa-
ganda war against the United States.

That is the warning from the Central
Intelligence Agency, as made public in
late July by the House Permanent Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence.

According to the CIA:

» Russia spends at least 2 billion dol-
lars a year to spread pro-Communist
and anti-U.S. propaganda through a
worldwide network that includes inter-
national front organizations controlled
by the Kremlin.

» There are “recent indicators that
the Soviets intend to place increasing
reliance on propaganda and particular-
ly to intensify their propaganda against
the United States.”

This heating up of the Kremlin's cold
war of words is seen as another blow to
the already damaged détente that was
supposed to bring a relaxation of ten-
sions between the superpowers.

The report by the CIA was prepared
at the request of Representative John
M. Ashbrook (R-Ohio), a member of
the House Intelligence Committee. It
dealt only with Soviet propaganda op-
erations in other nations, not in the
United States, because the CIA is
barred from engaging in counterintel-
ligence activities in America.

The CIA recommended, however,
that Congress investigate Moscow’s op-
erations in the U.S,, saying.that “some

_of the evidence presented in this paper
suggests. that such a study would be
worthwhile.”

“At highest levels.” Describing the
Soviet propaganda as a mixture of “ex-
aggeration, innuendo and outright
falsehood,” the CIA gave this summary
of Moscow’s aims and methods:

“Propaganda campaigns are planned
and directed at the highest levels of
the Soviet regime. The fundamental
aims of Soviet propaganda directed
abroad are to weaken the opponents of
the U.S.S.R. and to create a favorable
environment for the execution of Sovi-
et policy.

*“The primary target of Soviet propa-
ganda abroad is the United States; Sovi-
et propaganda seeks to isolate the Unit-
ed States from its allies and to create a
worldwide image of the United States
as aggressively ‘imperialist’ and ‘racist.”

“Specifically, the Soviets attempt to
show that U.S. military spending and

weapons development make this coun-
try the major threat to world peace.”

Recent examples cited by the CIA:
The Russians originated a worldwide
campaign against U.S. production of
the neutron bomb. Moscow tried to
paint the kidnap-murder of Italian poli-
tician Aldo Moro last spring as the
handiwork of the CIA. And Soviet
agencies have accused the U.S. of con-
spiring to help West Germany become
a major nuclear-missile power.

Key elements. To carry out their
propaganda programs, the CIA assert-
ed, “the Soviets have developed a
worldwide network of assets second to
none.” As components in that network,
the CIA listed:

s A short-wave broadcasting system
that beams programs to virtually every
country, using 84 languages.

= Two news agencies, Tass and No-
vosti (APN), that are supplying services
to scores of countries—often free of
charge.

» More than 75 Communist parties
outside the Soviet bloc, with a total
membership of more than 3.5 million.

m Dozens of international “Commu-
nist fronts” posing as independent or-
ganizations but actually “funded and
controlled by the Soviets.” (The 13 ma-
jor fronts are shown on page 43.)

m Nearly 500 Soviet newsmen work-
ing abroad, “many of them Soviet in-
telligence officers,” and all of them “as
much employes of the Soviet state as a
Soviet consul or ambassador.”

m» The state security organization
(KGB), which secretly supplies money
to foreign politicians, forges documents
and sends “influence agents™ into
many countries.

With these agencies, plus the intelli-
gence services and propaganda re-
sources of Cuba and the Communist
nations of Eastern Europe, the CIA
said, “the Soviets are able to orches-
trate propaganda campaigns on a
worldwide basis with relative ease.”

The role of fronts. Communist-front
organizations are described in the re-
port as “‘major propaganda weapons”—
especially effective in creating “public
support for Soviet policies among the
unsuspecting.” These groups also serve
as recruiting grounds for intelligence
agents, the CIA said.

The World Peace Council, claiming
affiliates in 120 countries, is called “the

ussia’s Massive Camnaign to
Blacken U.S. imaae

most important Soviet front.” And the
World Federation of Trade Unions is
listed as “the largest and one of the
most active™ fronts.

The World Youth Festival now being
staged in Havana is cited as a front-
group activity, sponsored by the Inter- |
national Union of Students and World |
Federation of Democratic Youth.

The CIA charged that Russia is ex-
panding its use of forged documents to
discredit Washington. Most of- the re-
cent forgeries, the agency said, “have
been alleged copies of official U.S. gov-
ernment documents which contain de- :
meaning references to friendly govern-
ments.” One was described as a forged
release of the U.S. Information Service
“containing a spurious speech by Presi-
dent Carter which implied that the
US. was exerting heavy pressure on
the Greek government with respect to
Greece’s relationship with NATO.”

A theme that is found over and over
in the propaganda, the CIA report said,
paints the United States as “the devot-
ed friend of conservative or right-wing
regimes” and “unsympathetic to the
needs and ambitions of the Third
World” of underdeveloped nations.

The most widely reiterated theme
centers on American weapons devel- i
opment. Said the CIA: “Since World .
War 11, the Soviets have campaigned |
vigorously against virtually every ma-
jor US. weapon. The atom bomb itself |
was a target of Soviet propaganda until
the moment the Soviets acquired their
own atomic capability.” ‘

Details of three drives. To demon-
strate how the campaigns are waged,
the CIA gave a detailed history of
three such efforts, including the one
aimed at the neutron bomb. According
to the agency:

“The earliest- sustained propaganda
on the neutron bomb originated exclu-
sively from the Soviet Union” in July
and August of 1977, and “the Soviets
escalated this attack in later weeks to
support the propaganda campaign as it '
got under way elsewhere.” Russia de- |
scribed the bomb as “the ultimate cap- -
italist weapon, one which killed people
but left property intact.”

From Moscow, the CIA related, the
antibomb campaign spread across East-
ern Europe, where it “was massive,
well organized and faithfully mirrored ,
the Soviet effort. It employed all chan- §

2%
&

nels of public communication: press,

radio, television, petitions, public letter

writing and demonstrations.™ S
The drive soon moved into Westerfy
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Europe, Africa, Asia, South America—
and the U.S. itself. “For the Soviets,”
the CIA said, “the real propaganda suc-
cess”” came when antibomb articles be-
gan appearing in “even the most objec-
tive elements of the [news] media,
which felt an obligation to carry both
sides of the argument.”

When it was announced last Septem-
ber that President Carter would not
approve production of the bomb until
America’s NATO allies agreed to de-
ploy the weapon, the Soviets shifted
their propaganda attack to the NATO
nations. This made the neutron bomb
“a major political issue in virtually ev-
ery European capital.”

The CIA cited the Moro kidnapping
in Italy as an example of how Moscow
uses the “big lie” technique.

Moro was kidnapped last March 16
and later murdered by a left-wing ter-
rorist organization known as the Red
Brigades. In the words of the CIA:
*“Moro’s abduction was universally re-
garded as a setback for moderate ele-

ments,” and “thus it seemed inconceiv-
able” that it “could be interpreted as
serving the interests” of the United
States. Yet Moscow directly charged
that the kidnapping was the work of
the CIA.

To rationalize that charge, the Soviet
news agency Tass said: *“The aim of the
Red Brigades, under a mask of leftism,
was to induce a rightward political
swing in Italy.” Presumably that would
hurt the Italian Communist Party.

As another example of misleading
Soviet propaganda, the CIA cited the
“OTRAG case.” In 1975, a group of
West German firms combined to cre-
ate OTRAG (Orbital Launch and Rock-
et Corporation) to develop a capability
of placing satellites in space for com-
mercial clients. In 1976, OTRAG con-
tracted with the government of Zaire
for a large testing and launch range in
Shaba province.

Here, in the words of the CIA, is
what Soviet propagandists did with
that project: “In the fall of 1977, Tass

began to send its clients stories claim-
ing that OTRAG was a West German
rearmament scheme designed to pro-
duce cruise missiles and IRBM’s. . . .

“By early 1978, a combination of
Tass, the Soviet internal press and
KGB covert press placement had cre-
ated a legend that the United States
(specifically the CIA and Department
of Defense), France and West Germa-
ny, with Zairean President Mobutu’s
connivance, were engaged in a con-
spiracy to help Germany become a ma-
jor nuclear-missile power.... As the
complex of fabrications has grown, it
has been picked up by legitimate jour-
nalists throughout the Third World and
even in the West.”

Fresh “indicators.” The CIA said
that Leonid Zamyatin, the director of
Tass, has just been elevated to head a
new “information department” of the
Communist Party Central Committee.
And several members of the Soviet
parliament who play a primary role in
propaganda policies toured newspa-
pers and radio stations in the U.S.

These were cited as among “recent
indicators” that the Soviet Union in-
tends to step up its war of words
against the United States. (]

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

“\y




STAT &.
Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

<

X2

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1



Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1
WASHINGTON STAR (RED LINE)

URTICLS APPEARED 3 AUGUST 1978
ON PACEA AT

. ~ Maheu Denies i
“ ~Anti-Onassis
~CIA Connecﬁon!

LAS VEGAS (AP) — Onetime
Howard Hughes aide Robert Maheu
says he was hired by a competitor of
Aristotle Onassis to discredit the
Greek millioniare. -
But he yestgrda{ denied a report
. that he was part of a purported CIA
“**dirty tricks’’ campaign against the
late shipping magnate. -
Playboy magazine said Maheu,
then-Vice President Richard. Nixon
-and now-Chief Justice Warren Bur-
_ger all took part in the alleged plot to
" ruin Onassis after the shipowner had:
received permission to carry Saudi-
Arabian oil to the United States,
~ Burger, an assistant attorney
- general at the time, denied through a |
_spokesman that he received.intelli-
..gence reports on the anti-Onassis
camgaign. Nixon' ‘could . not be
reached for.comment and the CIA de-
.clinedcomment., - - - ¢ - .
' Maheu, who operated aninterna-
tional management 'consulting -and-
p investigative firm .and- received a
{ [ $500-a-month retainer from: the CIA,
L said in an interview yesterday that
he had worked for Stavros Niarchos,
;| @ fierce competitor of Onassis. -

(- He said his firm did a study of the
-Onassis-Saudi Arabian agreement
and concluded that by 1960 Onassis
could be making a profit of $200 mii-
lion a year on the shipments. S
t
!

“He would have controlled more

- deadweight' (tanker) tonnage than
- the United States had under its com-
mand,” Maheu said. “Here was a
,man in so much control, the question
~was where he would have gone next
“- with his profits: - e L
=+ ."He-could have tied up'the worldl
- and our own government hadn't real-!
..ized ;hg'sevEri;y ofthis."”  -..:. .. _ |
¥ . - - A L. > R A

. asut
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and rival, ““until I cleared it with the out-
He said that he reported his anti-Onas.

_ | ' Nixon Not Available
Mr. Nixon could not be reached for
N A S comment, and the intelligence agency re-
_ 3 | fused comment.
?
fit,"" Mr. Maheu was quoted as saying,
The “outfit,” he said, was the Central In.
: N by Toinl,n? sis activities regularly to the C.1.A. The
} Lmked ,tO 1954 lefy TﬂCkS agency also- helped his operatives in
! ) e - Rome, where derogatory stories about
]

“I wouldn’t take the assignment’* from
| CH ARGED lN ARTICLE Stavros Niarchos, Mr. Onassis® in-law
!

: ‘ T telligence Agency, whic_h at the time paid
Nixon, Burger and a Hughes Aide| | hima 5500 montly retsincs.
: - - " Mr. Onassis were given to a newspaper,
CHICAGO, Aug. 2 (AP) — Richard M.| ' hesaid.

[leon. who was then Vice President;| . My, Mahmalsoacknowledged briefing
! Warren E. Burger, then a Justice Depart-| - Mr. Nixon. . .
ment employee, and Robert A. Maheu, a Mr. Hougan contends that the Jidda
one-time aide to Howard R. Hughes, were Agreement between King Saud and Mr.
part of a 1954 plot directed against the | Onassis broke the monopoly control of
lqte Aristotle Onassig because of his ship- | Saudi oil shipments by the Arabian-
ping power, according to an article inthe | American 0il Company, angering many

September issue of Playboy magazine, American oil executives as well as Mr.
The article, eéxcerpted from “‘Spooks,” Niarchos. T
' a forthcoming book by Jim Hougan, said Campaign Is Described -

i Greek shipping magnate received per. Quoting extensively from the financial
' mission from the late King Ibn Saud tg Journalist John Gerrity, who said that he
» carry Saudi Arabian oil in his ships. had been in on the plot, Mr. Hougan said
- Today’s Washington Post quotes Mr. | thatMr. Nlamho§. the C.ILA,, the Federal
. Maheu as confirming the basic elements | Bureauof Investigation and various Gov-
" of the article in a phone interview from | €mment officials began a calculated
; Las Vegas, Nev. But he denied Mr. Hou- Oﬂ‘assnyism‘:ks © campaign against Mr.
an’s allegation that his actions had been S s :
- fgartofan international conspiracy, He said that the campaign involved
4 ‘ | Mr. Burger, who is.now Chief Justiceof | Wiretapping Mr. On.assxs. New York
. the. United- States, denied through a headquarters, shadowing his top employ-
spokesman that he had received intellj- { €S and spreading smears against Mr.

. N Onassis in the world press by means of
rg;:cg "’p:’;" on the campaign against Government leaks and bribed journal.

a4 . ists, _
The author said that the campaign had
even involved the bombing and strafing
of one of Mr. Onassis’ whaling ships by a
Peruvian fighter plane. - :
In the article, Mr. Hougan quotes Mr.
Gerrity as saying that he and Mr. Mabheu,
whom Mr. Gerrity believed was an agent
of the Central Intelligence Agency, were
recruited for the campaign at a meeting
in Mr. Nixon's office in early 1954, when
Mr. Nixon was Vice President.
- - He also said that Mr. Gerrity had met
+ with Mr. Burger, then an Assistant Attor-
.ney General, who said that he would take
““judicial oversight" of any activities that

Mr. Gerrity and Mr: Maheu might take

‘against Mr. Onassis.
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Maheu Admits *54 Anti-Onassis Drive

By Charles R. Babcock

o Washingron Post Staft Writer™ .
Private investizator Robert A. Ma-
heu was paid by a competitor of Aris-
totle Onassis in 1954 to carry out a
campaign of wiretaps and -dirty tricks
azainst the Greek shipping tycoon—
with the knowledge and approval of.
the CIA and then-vice president Rich-
acd M. Nixon, according to a.Playboy
magazine article. - . . T

Maheu. a former:FBI agent’ who
later bécame a top aide to billionaire
Howard Hughes. was hired by Stavros
Narchos to underminea lucrative '’
cantract Onassis had signed with the.

Saudi Arabian government to trans-
port.oil. writer Jim Hougan says in
the September issue of the ‘magazine.

Maheu confirmed the basic ele- -
_ ments of ‘the~article vesterday in a°
vhone-interview from Las Vegas. But
he denied Hougan’s allegation that his.
actions were ‘part of an international
conspiracy. ~‘That’s-a crock,” Maheu
aid. - - . o
“I. wouldn’t’-take -the. ’assignment
{from Niarchos] until I cleared it with
the outfit,” Maheu.said. The, “outfit,”
he -added. was- the -Central Intelli-
.8ence : Azency: He was. on’'a $300-a-
month retainer from the agency at the
time, he said. .
" He reported his anti-Onassis activi-
ties regularly to- the CIA, Maheu said,
including the:use of ‘the illegal: and
“unproductivé’”™” wiretap ‘on ‘Onassis’
New York office. The-CIA also heiped -
his operatives in. Rome., where deroga-
tory stories about Onassis were ped-

dled to a newspaper, he added.. Onas- .

sis eventually - lost. the contract. He
‘died. i 1978, il st S Ll B3 2
Maheu also -acknowledged. briefing

Nixon about the:campaign-to subvert .

the Onassis contract, but said it came
after his— extensive “research” for '
Niarchos. Hougan’s report alleges that -
Nixon gave Maheu - and an associate,
John Gerrity, the original “Mission:
Impossible” assignment. - - B
The Playboy article quotes Gerrity
as saying then-Assistant Attorney
General Warren E. Burger—now chief
Justice of the United States—was also
kept informed--of the anti-Onassis - -

- . Burger said yesterday through a

- intelligence reports. The spokesman

.lic protest about the arrangement.

campaign by U.S. intelligence agen- '
cies. :
As head of the Justice Department’s .
civil division at the time, Burger ap-
proved a massive suit against Onassis
that same year, which alleged he
illegally bought some surplus A:qen-
can ships. Onassis also faced a crimi-
nal indictment in the case, but.it was
dropped later as part of a settlement.

spokesman that he received no such

added that. the Justice Department
also charged Niarchos, the would-be-
benefactor in the plot, in 1954 for sim-
ilar activities. )

Nixon could not be reached for com-
ment on the Playboy article. The CIA
refused to comment.

Maheu’s involvement in the cam-
paign against Onassis was alludeq to,
without naming the two shippers, in a
footnote in a November 1975 Senate
Intelligence Committee report on CIA
assassination plots. -

- That report detailed Maheu’s role
as a middleman between the CIA and
the Mafia in a plan to kil Cuban
leader Fidel Castro. )

The CIA used Maheu in several sen-
sitive covert aetions where it “didn’t
want to have an agency person or a
government person get caught,” the
report said.

Maheu denied Hougan’s contention,|
that Niarchos was fronting for the ma-
jor oil companies who feared their
own monopoly in Saudi Arabia would
be threatened by Onassis’ deal. '

A State . Department official ar
ranged the briefing for Nixon;, Maheu.
said, to bring him up to date on the-
seriousness of the Onassis contract. A
few days later in June, he added, the
State Department issued its first pub-

. In the meantime, Gerrity went to
Europe to spread derogatory stories
about Onassis by bribing reporters,
the Playboy article said. Gerrity, a
former Washington Post reporter and

now a local ﬂnancia.l correspondent,.

could not be reached for comment.

In Rome, according to the Hougan
story, Gerrity had two CIA agents at
his command. “I wasn’t a CIA agent—
the CIA was my agent,” he was

-quoted as saying.

The Hougan article is part of a
forthcoming book about the use of se-
cret agents by private: corporations
and government. .

“We were always being reminded
that the CIA was behind the opera-..
tion, that it was government work,” a
Maheu associate was quoted as saying.

While confirming that he kept the
CIA constantly informed, Maheu in- |
sisted that he was paid only by Niarc-

hos for the anti-Onassis campaign. He
said an estimate that his bill was
$187,000 was “peanuts.” |

“I had four or five men in the Mk‘!- )

' east on that at one tinie." he said, “I l

don’t recall what the total was but it |
was a lot more than that” i

'ROBERT A. MAHEU ~ - -
o = confirms bas{c elemgnts-

N A

-~ R \
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~ SLAYINGS PANEL RELEASES 3 PHOTOS,
2 DRAWINGS

WASHINGTON STAR (GREEN LINE)
N JULY 1978

By Jeremiah O’Leary
Washington Siar Stalf Writer

The House assassinations committee, only two
weeks away from beginning public hearings on the
murder-- of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., has
released three photoira hs and two composite
drawings of men which the investigators hope the
public will recognize and identify for the
tee, YT PR P e

Patricia Orr, a-spokesman for committee coun--
sel Robert Blakey, said yesterday the panel hopes
citizens will come forward with iaformation about
the five men that might shed ligit on the assassi-
nations of King and President John F, Kennedy. .

The committee did not explain what significance
it attaches to identification of the men but said™
that “it should not be assumed that this release
means the committee believes the persons.in the
photos and sketches were involved in the assassi-
nation of President Kennedy or Dr. King.”" .

o)
4
g4

-y o

co_mmit~

THERE WAS NO explanation of why the com-
mittee released the pictures so close to the begin-
ning of open hearings. The panel has predicted- it
;»iill make the final report on its findings by Dec.

One of these pictures is of a young blond man
who appears to be under 30 and is wearing a wind-
breaker. The other is of an older man with gray,.
bushy hair. : Lo '

The third photograph, according to the commit-
tee, was taken in Dealey Plaza, in Dallas, where

_the Warren Commission determined that Oswald
fired the shots that killed Kennedy. The features of
the-man in Dealey Plaza are indistinct but it ap-
pears that he was" photographed sitting on the
gr?_ssy knoll overlooking the scene of the assassi-
nation. - -t <

—

One of the érawing‘s’depicts the face of a-clean- 4

‘shaven man in his 20s or 30s. The committee said .’
the drawing is that of a man who occasionally used -
the name “Maurice: Bishop.” The *'Bishop” man '/
allegedly represented himself as a'member of the -
U.S. intelligence community in the 1960s; -, . -

It was learned that he came to the attention of .

the probers when a Cuban-exile named Antonio .
Visciana told them ‘‘Bishop” had been-in contact.
with Oswald in Dallas prior to the assassination. .

THE OTHER SKETCH purportedly is that of a
man identified only as ““Ralph” who allegedly was’.
in Atlanta in 1967 or 1968. The committee had sub-
poenaed two brothers named Leon and Claude

Powell, who are described as hoyse painters.
*Ralph,’” the committee has beern told, alleiedly

offered the Powell brothers money to kill King.

*best’ possig

-did not disclose how it got the photos or the man-
ner.in which the composite drawings were made,
" obviously :based on- descriptions of ‘‘Maurice

hearing of the committee, headed by Chairman :

Louis- Stokes, D-Ohio, but Claude Powell has re-
fused to testify and risks a committee contempt
citation. S i

The drawing of ‘““Ralph" shows a hard-faced,
young man with dark hairybut the committee re-'
vealed no other information ithas abouthim. - -~

The committee said it was releasing the photos .
and drawings in keeping with the policy of ugakmg‘
le use of available pictorial evidence
and photographic techniques.” But the committee:

Bishop' and ‘‘Ralph.”” ~ = = e e
- The committee asked that anyone who has infor-
mation about any of the five contact the committee
by mail. - . - , , T
The House committee — the Select Commhxttee !
ear-;

on Assassinations — has been holding closed
ings periodically for much of this year and is going
public Aui. 14 with the first of the ogen King hear-
ings. One key witness is expected to be James Earl
Ray; who is serving a Tennessee court life sen-
tence for the siaying of King in Memphis in 1964.

i The first phase of the King hearings, under the

subcommittee chairmanship of Del. Walter Faun-
troy, D-D.C., will last one week. » C
Open hearings. on President Kennedy's slaying .
will begin Sept. 6 and continue for about one
-month..Then, committee sources said, final hear-
.ings on the King slaying will be held in November.
In-December, the Stokes committee will meet to .
consider. all the evidence and make a determina-
tion .on how it believes the assassinations. were !
carried out. The final report will be prepared by :
former Life magatzine writer Dick Billings and will :
‘be made public Dec. 31.- - o - i
At that point the $5 million dollar probe-w
and the committee will go oyt of existence. _

illend-

Leon PoWwell testified about the incident in a closed
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i Help Asked in Locating

Assassination Witnesses

- The House:Committee on Assassina-
tions has asked the public to help identity
five potential witnesses it wants to ques-
tion about the assassinations of President
John F. Kennedy and the Rev. Dr. Martin
Luther King Jr. : T

The committee, which will open public
hearings in.two weeks, released two
drawings and three photographs that are
too blurred for newspaper reproduction,
and said. that the five persons shown in
them were not believed to have been in-
volved in the, slayings themselves but
might have pertinent information to give.

The snapshots show one dark-haired
man sitting at'a curd in Dallas near the
spot where President Kennedy was shot
‘“‘moments’” earlier and two men. who
‘‘may have been in Mexico City” in 1963,
when Lee Harvey Oswald was there. One
of them appeared to be blond, about 30
years old and the other gray-haired,
about 50, with an aquiline nosex—————-~

One of the sketches is of a middle-aged,
dark-haired, square-jawed man with high
cheekbones named ‘‘Ralph,’”” who ‘*‘al-
legedly was in Atlanta in 1967 or 1968."
The other portrays a man. with close-
cropped hair and a resemblance toPrince

Philip of Britain. The committee said the
man reportedly represented himself asa
member of the United States intelligence
community in the 1960’s, occasionally
using the name ‘“Maurice Bishop."’

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1



] ARTICLE APPEASED THE ATLANTA CONSTITUTION -
08 PAGE Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

@

>hotos Tied To J

WA TON . (AP) ..~
e HoWW® Select Committee

Assassinations - released
me - photographs. and com-
site- drawings Sunday “inm:
e hope that citizen recogni~
n of them might shed addi-
nal light on the assassina-
ns .of . President John F.

er King J&:"

The ;material . released" in-
nded:.... ..o s TR
» A-phota: the committee
id- was. taken in- Dealey
aza, Dallas, on-Nov.. 22,
63, moments. after Kennedy
as" shot:-The blurred. photo. ..
after-President Kennedy-w

gn e sre e

‘two men who may have been in Mexico City in the fall of 1!
at the same time that Lee Harvey Oswaid was there.

- e o -

e “Photos of twomenwho - -~ =~ - .o T
ay have been in Mexico- - sketches were involved in the - . .
ty in the fall of 1963 when : assassination of . President
se Harvey Oswald, the man ~ Kennedy or Dr. King” the. -
e Warren Commission = committee said in a state-
termined’ shot President.. ment. “The committee is, .
ennedy, was there.” These ' however, interested in obtain-
\otos also are blurred. - - ing their identity and where~
» A drawing of a man the ~abouts so it cant:contact.
ymmiktee said reportedly  them.” R A
p - himself as. a It asked that anyone having
ember .of the US. intelli-- information about the men to
:nce community in the 1960s  contact the committee by
nd who on occasion used the  mail, not by telephone.. = - ',
ame “Maurice Bishop.” - “The letter should identify—
» A sketch of 3 man, “with  the sender by name, address
e first name ‘Ralph’ who al- and phone number, and it
gedly was in Atlanta in 1967 . should list the name, address .
early 1968.” -~ .-+ - * and phone number of the per- -
The committee gave- no- son identified, plus another
irther details of the photos- picture of him. if one is avail-
nd drawings. - =} iy able,” the statement said. © ..
“It should not be assumed ‘° - Letters: should: be sent
at this release means the ’ i
mmittee. believes the per--
ns. in - the photos and

AL

s At leftisa re elf asa- as Maarice Bishop. At ﬁgﬁt. is-a man who

member of the U.S. intelligence community in legedly was in: Atlanta in 1967 or early 19

the-1960s and, on occasion, identified: himself whose first name is Ralph.. - »= ...
criekie ¥ o S, s, e i L haleen B S A

i
oo .
Tekid SRR L, ¢ e R ERET e Sy N
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Panel Releases Pictures Linked
To Kennedy, ‘King Assassinations

THE WASHINGION POST
31 July 1978

Associated Press
The House Seléct Committee on As-
sassinations released -several photo-
" graphs and composite drawings yes-
terday “in the hope that citizen rec-

ognition of them might shed addi-
tional light on the -assassinations of

President John F. Kennedy, and Dr. -

Martin Luther King.Jr.”.

*.A photo the committee said was
taken'in Dealey Plaza, Dallas, on Nov.
22, 1983, moments after- Kennedy was
shot, The blurred photo shows a dark-
hau-ed man who appears to_be seated
on acurb. . -

* "Photos of two men who may have
been in Mexico City in the fall of 1963
when Lee Harvey Oswald, the man

AN

the Warren Commission determined
shot President Kennedy, was there.”
These photos also are blurred.

¢ A drawing of a man the commit-

tee said reportedly represented him- -

self as a member of the U:.S. intelli-

-g§ence community in the 19GOs and

who “on occasion wused . the name
“‘\daunce Bishop.”

o A sketch of a man, “with the first
name ‘Ralph’ who allegedly was m..At
lanta in 1967 or early 1868."" :

The committee gave no further de-/]

tails of the photos and drawings.

‘It asked that anyone having mfor
mation about the men to contact the -

~ committee by mail, not Dy telephone.

4
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T WASHH\GTON ] Meanwhlle Seymour Hersh of the I\ew

The leak to the press of a highly classi-
fied report from the Senate Intelligence.
Committee has thrown an apple of discord
among those charged with guardzng the
natxonal security.

The leak raises fresh doubts abaut the
reliadility of Congress in keeping sensitive
material, now furnished by the CIA'on a
regular basis, from being used for publici-
ty leverage in policy disputes. This leak
unfairly assailed Henry Kissinger and for-

mer CIA Director William Colby, and re- .
- front page Hersh's story stating that the

flected a callous lack of concern for the
damage done to private reputanons.
'

The episode opened with the delwery
on May 17 to the National Security Coun-
‘cil and the CIA of one copy each of a top
secret report. It was an analysis by the
Senate lntehrence Comrrittee of the ex-
tent to which “the responsible committees
of Congress were kept informed concern-’
ing the secret U.S. intervention in'the An-
golan civil war in 1975,

. Reacting to the aneaahons of a renred

CIA agent, John Stochv.e‘l that Kissinger

and Colby had withheld information from

the Congress on the CIA role in Angola,

the committee vadertook i its report to-
establish the facts. .

However, the fincings in this report ~

persuaded CIA Director Stansfield Turner
to make an urgent request to the NSC staff -

that it not be sent :0 t5e president uatil ad--
ditional evidence had been revxewed by .
the Senate committee. .

Turner claimad u‘xat tl;e draf ers of the .

report showed tizs and inadequate knowl-
edge in reaching the conclusion that Kis-
singer and Colby had misled Congress in -
their testimony 2ad that the CIA bad ex-
ceeded its authority.

The NSC s:aff reco'nmended that the
report be remanded back to the Senate
committee and CIA to see if they could not
reach agreament on the basis of all availa-
ble information, including CIA operational
cable traffic that was to be released to-
give the Senate committee 2 clearer plC—
ture.

The chairman of the Senate Intellig-
ence Committee, Sen. Birch Bayh, D.-Ind,,
now states that after an exhaustive review
a final versicn of the report is nearly com-
pleted. -

Bayh is satisfied that nexther szsmger
nor Colby tried to mislead Congress. He
states categorxcallv that “the allegations

1 York Times called Senator Bayh's office
in early July and read a description of the
report which he had received from an uni-
dentified source. He appears to have had a

- garbled version of the first draft contain-

ing allegations agairst Kissinger and Col-

Hersh was told that his story'contained

'n;any inaccuracies. He was urged not to

rush into print, since the final report
would be issued shortly.

. On July 16, the Times published on the

Senate Committee had concluded that Kis-
singer and Colby had misled Congress “ac-

cording to sources with first-hand knowl~ ‘

edge.”

There was no mention of Hers‘z b°mg
told by Bayh‘s office that his story, was in-
accurate in many respects,

Serious damage kas bzen done to indi-
vidual reputations, and the CIA has agaia
been cast in the role of a “rogue ele-

" phant.” But the search is cn in earnest for

the leaker since, if this kind of information
can leak, there is no guarantee that vital
secrets will not be surfaced for partisan
purposes.

, C —o—

The NSC staffers are convinced that
the source of the leak lies in the Senate In-
telligence Committze statf, which is deep-
ly 'split into liberal and conservative fac-

_tions. Ona NSC staifer has offered to take

a lie detector test if a particular Senate

- _stafier will do the same.

The speculation is that someone on the
Senate staft strongly opposed to the Anzo.
la interveation realized the final report
would not contain the sensational allega-
tions and decided to go pub‘lc with the

~ earlier verslon in order to maXe his point.
" Sen. Bayh points out that the leak could
have come from the NSC or the CIA, but

he has ordered a full investigation of his
own staff and tightered security coatrols

Just a week before this leak, President 3
Carter sharply warned key members of :

Congress that he could no longer release
sensitive information to the committees it
the damaging leaks continued.

Up to this episode, the Senate Intellig-

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

ence Committée has had a reasonably

“ good reputation for security. Sen. Bayh
" and his colleagues know they must try to .

find the leaker, if they are to insure con. .

tinuing access to the information essentiat
to their oversignt function.
"A watchdog with rabies is no protection
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ANGOLA STILL OFF LIMITS

Beaﬁzrmznv the Qiark Azmenﬂmazﬁ

SEN. DICX CI.ARK

Although little has changed within Angola since Congress
cut off funds for U.S. military involvement in that coun-
try two and a half years ago,-a great deal has happened
in Africa and in this country since then. The Cuban mili-
tary presence in Africa has spread, although no stable
strategic strongholds have been- achieved. Nevertheless,
the mood of America has changed, with public opinion
becoming more suspicious of possible Soviet advances. In
the search for responses, the idea has been revived that
the- Umted States might reconsider a military role in

Angola, rdising the risk of our getting involved, once

Sen. Dick Clark (D., Iowa) is chairman of the Subcommittee
on African Aflairs, Senate Foreign: Relations Committee.

again, in a local conﬂxct in a distant country of no intrinsic
strategic value to the United States.

As the. President himself stated inthis May 4th press
conference, the so-called Clark Amendment prohibits this
course of action. In view of the considerable confusion
and misrepresentation that have arisen over this legis-
lation, and the amount of controversy that has recently
surrounded-the issue, it is useful to set the record strm,ht
about what the Clark Amendment is and does.

It goes beyond the so-cailed Tunney Amendment, con-
tained in Title IV of the Department of Defense Appro-
priation Act-of 1976. The latter states that funds from »
particular account in the Military Procurement Act can~
not be used in activities iavolving Angola. My amendment
prohibits any- kind of American military involvement in
Angola without Congressional approval. .
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The Xkey passage of the Clark Amendment—Section
40+ of the International Security Assistance and Arms
Export Control Act of 1976—is Subsection (a) which
reads as follows:

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, no
assistance of any kind may be provided for the pur-
pose, or which would have the effect, of promoting or
augmenting, directly or indirectly, the capacity of any
nation, group, organization, movement, or individual
to conduct military or paramilitary operations in
Angola unless and until the Congress expressly author-
izes such assistance by law enacted after the date of
enactment of this section.

‘There are a number of points to note about this law.
First, it applies only to a single country—Angola. It in

Joke, De Nieuwe Gaaet tAntwerp)

no way restricts the President’s authority elsewhere in
Africa, including Zaire where, it was falsely asserted, the

Clark Amendment tied the President’s hands during the -

recent crisis in Shaba. Second, the law bans military -or
paramilitary “assistance of any kind” in Angola, including
third-country arms transfers and covert operations. Ac-

tions of that sort, sometimes described as “limited” ac-

tions, could start us down the long road .of another Viet-
nam. Third, in an attempt to maintain- America’s neutral-
ity in the internal struggle for power, the legislation denies
© assistance to government and nongovernment forces alike.
The final point is one few people note: the Clark
Amendment does not prohibit military assistance under
any circumstances. It says that, if the administration wants
to provide military assistance to Angola, it must do so
. openly, with full Congressional authorization. o
The sgcond part of the amendmeant, Subsection (b),
spells out the procedure to be followed in the event the
administration considers such action to be in the na-
tional interest, and Subsections (¢) and (d) make further

clarifications. They read as follows:

Subsection (b): If the President determines that
assistance prohibited by Subsection (a) should be fur-
nished in the national security interests of the United
States, he shall submit to the Speaker of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions of the Senate a report containing:

(I) A description of the amounts and categories
of assistance which he recommends to be authorized
and the identity of the proposed recipients of such
assistance; and

(2) A certification that he has determined that
the furnishing of such. assistance is important to
the national security interests of the United States
and a detailed statement in unclassified form, of the
reasons supporting such determination.

Subsection (c): The prohibition contained in Subsec-
tion (a) does not apply with respect to assistance
which is furnished solely for bumanitarian purposes.

Subsection (d): The-provisions of this section. may
not be waived under any other provision of law.

In brief, then, the Clark Amendment says that no
American involvement in the Angolan civil war is per-
missible without Congressional approval. It prevents the
United States from getting embroiled in a secret war, one
concealed . from the American public. In addition, the
Clark Amendment may not be waived under any other
provision of law. Repeal of the Tunney Amendment, for
example, would in no way affect the Clark Amendment.

Given the climate of Soviet-American relations, there
is even more justification for the rigid enforcement of
this law today than there was when jt was enacted. As
we know from our recent experience in Vietnam, small~
scale assistance in an ongoing internal conflict can lead
to a quagmire from which we cannot escape. Unless we
are prepared to become as deeply involved as they are,
Soviet and Cuban troops will not likely be displaced in
Angola by direct or indirect U.S. military assistance.

Nor is such assistance apt to end the continuing con-
flict there. Over the past three years, 20,000 Cuban troops
and massive Soviet assistance have not succeeded in sup-
pressing local rebellions and achieving a stable military
situation. To the contrary; a stalemate appears to have
been achieved, with the: prospect of a long-drawn-out
conflict that will spilt over, as it already has in the case
of Zaire, into wider regional hostilities, :

On what possible groundsthen, can we justify the
revival of the idea that somehow we might influence the
situation in Angola through military means? Would the
objective be to overthrow Neto who, from all recent in-
dications, seeks to diminish his dependence on Cuban
and Soviet support and achieve a peaceful settlement of
the: Namibia conflict in order to remove the threat of
South African troops on his own border? Would the goal
of U.S. involvement be to tie down the Cubans so that
they. could not intervene elsewhere in Africa? Have
serious estimates of actual Cuban capabilities been made
in specific countries, for example Rhodesia, where inter-
vention is likely? Or would the offer of arms to Angolan
insurgents be seen as a gesture to demonstrate a Western

Yoo T
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show of force, however limited, to deter further adven-
tures in Africa by Moscow and Havana? Would this ges-
ture be a credible and effective signal to send?

These are some of the unanswered questions raised by
the (.Oﬂh'OVerSy that- has surrounded the Clark Amend-
ment in recent we‘ks——queatlons which were not suffi-
ciently answered in 1975 before the decision was made
to intervene.

Obviously, 1 share the concem of others about further
Cuban involvement in Africa. But we should be careful
to recoguize that a hasty and inappropriate response could
produce the opposite result of-what was originally in-
tended. The cevert operations of the CIA in Angola three
years ago served, in part, to step up Cuban assistance tg
the MPLA, not to reduce it. Moreover, it committed us to

a course of action that eliminated alternative policy op-

fions and, most importantly, ‘escalated a remote local
conflict iInto an international confrontation between the

2
2

and 15,000 Cuban regular army troops were entrenched
in Angola. . . . At the same time the United States was
solidly discredited, having been exposed for covert miii-
tary intervention in African affairs, having alfied Ttself
with South Alrica, and having fost.”

In my judgment, the lessons of Angola in 1975 are still
valid 1n 1973. Therefore, when T was approached last
May by some National Security Council and CIA offi-
cials who, 10 different ways, raised the idea of possibly
reviving American mlitary participation in Africa, 1 told
them I was opposed to the idea and that it was my undec-
standing that the amendment which I wrote would make
such action illegal in Angola. I learned that CIA lawyers
concurred with my interpretation. Subsequently, assuraage
was provided by the President, in his Chicago press con-
ference on May 25, when he stated that he had no inten-
txon of seeking repeal of the Clark Amendment, and had

“pno intention of getting involved in any conflict in Angola

superpowers. As 1he Washington- Post commented in an
editonal on July 4: “It should'not have to be demon-
strated after Vietnam that guerrilla wars cannot be
turned off or on in foreign capitals.”

Many of us fail to learn from history, even when the
experience is still fresh in our memories. Prof. Joba Mar-
cum criticized the folly of previous U.S. intervention in
Angola in his definitive article-in_Foreign Affairs (April
1976) entitled “Lessons of Angola.” He wrote:

To insist upon defining the. Angolan issue in global
terms to the exclusion of local'and regional terms . . .
was to exclude the most plausible means of remedying
the conditions which had attracted foreign intervention
in the first place. And to insist that the only “chips”
were military chips was to play from the weakest suit in
the American hand. The accompanying notion_that one
should not communicate intentions and concerns but
should allow free rein for others to miscalculate and
take reckless risk defies any- definition of sensible
diplomacy. It betrays an obsessional, self-defeating pre-
occupation with superpower - global antics reminiscent
of the grimmest days of the cold war. ’

Marcum noted that it was only months after the CIA
initiated its covert action that the United States expressed
readiness to “use our influence:to bring about the cessa-
tion of foreign military assistance (including Cuban and
South African) and to encourage an African solution if
they would do the same.” Never'did the Ford adminis-
tration call :n OAU ambassadors or approach key African
leaders to foster collective African initiatives with full
U.S. support. TR

The mistake was also emphasized by John Stockwell,
chief of the-CIA Angola Task 'Force that was given re-

sponsibility for running America’s military operation_in
that_war. Stockwell described:his disillusionment_in 2

recent book, In Search of Enemies, and summarized his
conclusions in a letter to Adm: Stansfield Tumer pub-

lished in The Washington Post on Aprit 10, 1977.
“From a chess player’s point of view, the intervention

at all.” Whatever initiatives had :been made, therefqrg,

was a blunder . . .,” he commented. In the end, “the CIA

But six months later the MPLA-Dad nevertheless .

. won,

seemed at that pomt to have been put to rest,

In the meantime, however, the American public and
international capitals were puzzled by contradictory poiicy
statements and actions by the administration. The May
13th Shaba crisis in Zaire was linked to the larger issue of
Cuban culpability in the attack, a charge that seems
plausible but, in my judgment, remains unverified. Fur-
thermore, the President complained about legislative re-
strictions that prevented him from acting in times of
emergency. Indeed, at the outset of the crisis, my amend-
ment—which deals only with Angola—was cited by top
administration officials as the chief stumbling block pre-
venting the United States, first, from responding to an
African military crisis involving the safety of American
nationals; and, second, from confronting the overall
problem of the Cuban presence in Africa as a whole.

A report on legislative restrictions regarding assistance
to Africa, prepared by the staff of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee, concluded to the contrary, that
“during the recent crisis in Zaire, the President possessed
the authority under existing law to take far more exten-
sive action, had he so desired.” The committee report also
stated that “Applicable statutory restrictions on military
involvement have presented no obstacle to the achieve-
ment of publicly announced U.S. objectives in Africa.”

Perhaps there-are legitimate causes for concern about
the President’s foreign policy authority. Unnecessary re-
strictions do exist in the area of foreign economic assist-
ance, with commodity- and country-specific restrictions
that the President also cited in his May 25th press con-
ference. But this-was not the original comp]amt by the
President. when he said his hands were tied in responding
to the Cubans or to the crisis in Zaire.

Ironically, within a period of but seven weeks, we seem
to have come-full circle in our policy toward Angola.
Rather than supply arms to Angolan insurgents, the ad-
ministration has wisely adopted a posture of talking with
the government of Angola. The June mission of Am-
bassador Donald McHenry to Angola was not designed
to establish diplomatic relations with Luanda, a]thouah
that may be possx"ole some day. Rather, the mission was

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1



Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

aimed at achicving some degree of understanding with
that government on two potentially explosive issues: (1)
the Angola-Zaire dispute; and (2) the independence of
Namibia. Whether we like it or not, the cooperation of
the government of Angola is a precondition for any stable
solution of these problems. If we do not want a Shaba 111,
if we do not want an escalation of the guerrilla war in
Namibia, we must deal directly with the Angolan Govern-
ment.

The McHenry mission has already produced some sig-
nificant results. Returning Katangans are being disarmed
and their refugee camps are being moved further from
the Zaire border. The Angolan Government is entering
into a cooperation agreement with Portugal, possibly open-
ing up the opportunity for Portuguese to return to Angola
to help rebuild the economy and reduce that country’s
dependence on the Cubans.

This diplomatic initiative should not now be endangered.
It is in the interests of both Angola and the United States
to pursue solutions to these issues, and to pursue im-
proved bilateral relations as well. For Angola, it might

mean a reduction of security threats to its borders and
increasced overseas technical assistance. For the United
States, it might mean a reduction of Eastern bloc in-
fluence in southern Africa.

2}

There is, therefore, no manifest reason to lift any Con-
gressional restriction on military assistance in Angola.
On the contrary, lifting such restrictions at this time
could send the wrong signal to African leaders, raising
the specter of great-power intervention in their affairs.
Should the President, at any time in the future, determine
that such action is in the national security interests of
the United States, then he may propose this action openly
—in full view of the American people—by asking Con-
gress for authorization, as provided for in the law.

Until then, it would make far greater sense to play a
diplomatic and economic role in southern Africa, rather
than a military one. This is the policy, I am convinced,
that most Americans would prefer. It is also the policy,
I am certain, that most Africans would endorse. O
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OPINION AND COMMENTARY

L Why America should interveng in Angola

The Russians are playing ‘‘hard ball” in Al-
rica. By their actions, it is clear the Soviet
concept of détente does not preclude the use of
armed struggle as a means to obtain foreign
policy ends. To paraphrase a recent editorial
in a Zambia newspaper, the Soviets are *‘pur-
suing their ideology on the corpses of Afri-
cans” by attempting to install, against the will
oi indigenous democratic forces, pro-Moscow
minerity governments in many African states.

As a political and moral leader of the West-
ern democracies, President Carter must take a
firm stand against the red star rising over Al-
rica. Specifically he must pursue a course of
action that will destabilize the Soviet-Cuban
presence in Africa; secure moderate pro-West

governments; and reverse Soviet-Cuban ex- .

pansion. His starting point should be the Ach-
illes heel of Soviet penetration of Africa — An-
gola. With Senate approval, the United States

should seek accord with other nations of com- ;

patible interests and develop a joint program
of aid to pro-West guerrillas battling the Rus-

.sian client regime of Dr. Antonio Agostinho -

‘Ne*1’s Movimento Popular de Libertacao de
A .‘ 1 (MPLA). ]

Many would disagree, and urge not only
closer relations between the U.S. and the
MPLA government but also full recognition of

President Neto as legitimate leader of Angola.
Some attempt to portray the MPLA as tae
“true” representative of all Angolans, Dr.
Neto as a ‘‘respectable” leader, and tae
MPLA's archenemy, the Uniao para a Indepen-
dencia Total de Angola (UNITA), as a diaboli-
cal CIA/South African front tirelessly attempt-
ing to undermine Angolan democracy. These

By William H. Burgess 1il

are misconceptions. .

Ideologically, ethnically, culturally, and mor-
ally, the MPLA government represents only 2
fraction of the Angolan people, and has scant
claim to legitimacy. A radical Marxist party
brought to power in Angola by Cuban troops and
Russian weaponry, the MPLA was founded in
1956 by members of the Portuguese and An-
golan Communist parties. In 1959, the MPLA
was expelled from Luanda, capital of Angola.
by the Portuguese colonial authorities. With
the 1962 election of Dr. Neto, poet and medical
doctor, to the MPLA presidency, the party as-
sumed its strongly pro-Moscow stance and be-
gan a guerrilla war against the Portuguese.

The leadership of the MPLA, and mcst of its

support, is predominantly from mulittes 6]
percent of the Angolan population) and city
dwellers mostly from in and around Luanda
and Lobito. Dr. Neto is, for exampie, a mem-
ber of the Mbundu tribe (25 percent of the pop-
ulation), but is also"of mixed Portuguese-Afri-
_ can descent and an “assimilado” — a member
of an elite (3 percent of all Angolans) class
allowed Portuguese citizenship and participa-
tion in mainstream Portuguese society. As
_-with many in the MPLA hierarchy, he has
" spent most of his life outside the country..
UNITA was established in 1965 by its current

\

leader, Dr. Jonas Savimbi. among the O
bundu (45 percent of the Angoian population:
Dr. Savimbi is the son of a prominent Bapti-
preacher in southern Angola, and is a che
ismatic, spellbinding orator in four rnajor Ar
goian dialects and five European language-
Although educated abroad, Dr. Savimbi, like
virtually all UNITA leaders, has lived most o:
his life in Angola.

UNITA is unique among African politica!
groups — and worthy of U.S. aid — because it is
a seli-contained popular movement fighting for
a constitution that calls for a multiracial so-
ciety, multiparty democracy, and free elec-
tions every five years. UNITA is also fighting.
with moderate success, the elitist, totalitariar
MPLA and the 20,000 Cuban and 1.500 Russiat.
soldiers who would transform all of Angoule
into a repressive police state. ‘

The United States must act soon if democ-
racy is to have a chance in Africa. We mus!
realize that “intervention” is not per se a duriy
word, and that the outcome of the Angolar
conflict and the history of African politics i
this century will be shaped by the Americar
posture toward the Angolan insurgency.

Mr. Burgess, former U.S. intelligence
analyst, writes after a yeer's research on
the Angolan civil war.
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. Aviva Rubi

_eye out for-intruders. The hotel man-
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¢ THE WASHINGTON POST

By Michael Dobbs
Special to The Washinston Post ;

VIENNA—For someone involved in
top‘secret negotiations over the re-
lease of Soviet daissident Anatoly
Scharansky in exchange for spies held
in the West, Chicago-born Aviva Ru-
bin has a remarkable flare for per-
sonal publicity. g

Untll two days ago, Rubin was just
one more anonymous guest staying at
the modest Prinz Eugen hotel near Vi--
enna’'s south station. She could have
been mistaken for one of the thou-
sands of travelers who pass every
year through Vienna—one of Europe’s
great tourist centers and now a key
transit point between East and West.

Then at noon Tuesday, the Vienna
bureau of Reuters news agency circu-
lated a story that Scharansky, sen-
tenced last. month to 13 years in
prison and labor camp on treason
charges, was about to be freed in an
intricate spy swap. Within half an
hour, the phone in Rubin’s seventh
floor room began ringing. It’s been
ringing ever since. '

Downstairs in the lobby, reporters
frem Austrian television began set-
ting up lights. Rubin's two Russian-
born companions transformed them-
selves into. bodyguards and kept an

ager promised her two free days to
see “beautiful Vienna when it’s all
over” at his expense. And 48-yearold
Rubin put on one of her two specially
packed wigs.. - B,

By a kind of osmosiy incomprehensi-
ble to anybody not in the news busi-
ness, the name of Rubin—varously-|
high school teacher, travel agent, and"
mother of four—had become insepar-
ably linked in ‘the minds of foreign
editors of the world's major newspa--
pers with that of Anatoly Scharansky
—human rights activist, computer sci--
entist, and alleged CIA agent. .- .-~

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

3 August 1978

n: Teacher. Mqihér
of Four and Spy-Broker

|
The connection is provided by an Is- ;
raeli millionaire who is rapidly emerg- :
ing as a key, and also publicity-con- |
scious, entrepreneur, in the murky
business of East-West spy swaps. His
name: Samuel Flatto-Sharon, also 48
and now an independent member of
parliament in Israel to which he fled
from France after being sentenced to
a five-year jail term on charges of
ﬁa“do Ha : RN °
‘As. Flatto-Sharon’s personal secre- -
‘tary, Rubin (“I do all the cloak-and-
dagger work”) has spent the last
month waiting for telephone calls

from her boss.in various parts of Eu-
rope. Two weeks ago, she was in Mos-,-‘
.cow,” where she conatcted Scharan-|
Rubin. describes Flatto-Sharon as"
“charming, - -wealthy, and: sophisti-
cated.” She attributes his role:in the
present bargaining—which envisages;_g
the release of three communist spies”
being held in :the United- States and .
West Germany—to the greater mobil- .
ity and flexibility of a private entres.
preneur in ‘comparison  with govern- .
ment officials.: - SRRERES S T
“The -Russians. accept.him because- _
“he has proved he can deliver the
. goods,” she said, referring to Flatto-
': Sharon’s part in the swap last April |

;.involving American college student
+ Alaiy Var Norman, arrested in East. |
i Germany after attempting to smuggle
_‘.a family out of the country; Israeli
#Muron Mareus, imprisoned in Mozam-
i bique after his private plane was
“;blown off course, and American Air
i Force. clerk Robert Thompson, who-
*was jailed as a Soviet spy in 1963.
*  Also involved in the present negoti-
" ations on the Coinmunist side are_two.
veterans of sensitive East-West deals:
the East German lawyer Wolfgang
" Vogel and the Soviet journalist Victor !
Louis. They too have the reputation of °
being charming, wealthy, and sophisti- -
cated.

In Vladimir prison, 100 miles east of
Moscow, a young Soviet Jew is wait-»
ing to be flown to Israel—probabiy-!
via a netural Western European city. .|
And in room 708 of Vienna’s Prinz Eu- |
gen Hotel, a- middle-aged American j
Jew is waiting for the phone to ring. - 4

But just what- else she is doing-{
there, nobody seems to know, - .-, :|
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SHOHARANSKY DEAL
DENIED BY U.S. AIDES

But Israeli Contends Negotiations
Have Been Held in Moscow

RN

Special 1o The New York Times :
WASHINGTON, Aug. 1 — Government

officials said today that they had no rea. |.

son to expect the early release of Anatoly
B. Shcharansky, the Soviet- dissident.
There had been reports from Europe and
Israel that plans for an exchange of
prisoners were under way.

Last month, officials had said they
would seek Mr. Shcharansky's release
through diplomatic channels, but today
State Departmen* aides said privately
that they could not confirm the reports
that he wouid be released soon.

Secretary of State Cyrus R. Vance,
questioned by reporters after having tes-
tified in a Senate committee, dectined
comment. When asked whether he
thought an exchange or release wouid be
helpful to Soviet-American relations, Mr.
Vance said, *‘Obviously it would be heip-
ful if Mr. Shcharansky were released. '

The officials, while saying that they
had no information about an exchange,
did not rule out such a development. They
said they could not speak with certainty
about negotiations by other parties such

as West Germany or [srael.

Israeli Reports on Negotiation |

Special 1o The New York Times

TEL AVIV, Aug. 1 — Shmuel Flatto-.
Sharon, a member of the Israeli Parlia.:
ment who reportedly was involved in aj
previous prisoner exchange, said today:
that his secretary had visited Moscow re-
cently and negotiated an exchange in-
volving Anatoly Shcharansky.

Mr. Flatto-Sharon is a millionaire im-|
migrant from France who ran for Parlia-
ment in Israel in the hope that immunity
would protect him from extradition on
charges of fraud and bribery. Israeli offi-
cials dealing with Soviet affairs said they
had no knowiedge of any negotiations and
were dubious about Mr. Flatto-Sharon’s
statements, most of which, they said, had
not materialized in the past.

Mr. Flatto-Sharon, reached by tele-
phone at his villa in Savyon, declined to!
discuss details, saying: ‘““The best is to|
talk as little as possible. In a few days,;
maybe there will be good news.” .

Secretary in Moscow 9 Days

His secretary, Vivyan Rubin, said in a
teilephone conversations from Vienna
that she had spent nine days in Moscow, |
but she declined to be specific, saying;

" only that talks were continuing ‘‘in the!
line of what we did earlier.”” This was:
seen as a reference to a three.way deal
reportedly initiated by Mr. Flatto-Sharon
in which the United States, East Ger-
many. and Mozambique each freed' a
prisoner after negotiations through an
East German lawyer, Wolfgang Vogel.

At the-time, Mr. Vogel was quoted a
having said that he would like to arrange

urther exchan§es involving, among
otfiers, Mr. Shcharansky and Lawrence
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LCunt, an emplovee of the Central Intelli-
gence ngncy heldin Cubasince 1363.. .

Bonn Spokesman Denies Feelers . )
Specimits TheNew Yore Times . - -

BONN, Aug. 1 — A West German Gov-
‘ernment spokesman today denied reports
that an-intermediary from Eastern Eu.
rope had sought out Chancelior Heimut
Schmidt to- arrange an - exchange of
Anatoly  Shcharansky for_ Giinter_Guil-
laume, an East German spy. The spokes-
man said the Government had no inten-.
tion to exchange Mr. Guillaume. .
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Former CIA aide seized as spy

' w.mmm Star

WASHINGTON=—A fomer CIA official

“arrested last week in Chicago allegedly

sold Soviet agents a manual describing
the workings of the so-called “Big Bird”
satellite;-which is used to spy on the
Soviet Union, accotding to intemgence
sources. Lt gy

Several govermnent sources. said the

_ex-officer, William P. Kampiles, is. ac-
cused of taking the manual from the

CIA at a time when he was empioyed as

a low-level official in 1977 and of -later

selling it to Soviet agents in Greece.
Justice Department officials still are

trymgtodecidewhethertoseekanin-.

dictment against him: for sale of classi-
fied material. A decision is expected
before the end of the week. :

The satellite, which has been in use
for about five years, is said to be able
to take photographs of Soviet missile
silos, airfields, and other military instal-
lations, and is generaily considered an
important source of intelligence about
the Soviet Union. - ’

IT ISN'T CLEAR. howmr, just how:
valuable the !_nanual could be to the

Soviets. Several sources said Wednesday
that the CIA.considers the alleged.sale
of the manual a “very serious’ matter.

One Justice Department ‘source, how- -
ever, said. that the information in the. .

manual.may be of-less concern than the
simple fact that a low-level officer was
able to get access to it and that it could
havebeenmissmgfmmtheagencyfor
so long without being discovered. . )

the agency for about. eight months, and
routinely received and relayed classified
information within the agency. By one

account, he wanted to become an opera-
. week. .Although -the_final decision still

tions officer witks the: CIA; but was toid
that he didn’t have the apnmde for lt

AN INVESTIGATION was begun by~’

the local field office of the FBI after the
CIA turned over a letter-it had received
from the former. employe saying he had
made contact with Soviet agents in

Greece and, by one account, suggesting..

-that he xmght now be- of help to the

~. agency.’

At the time 1t recexved tlnsinforma-
tion, aecordmg to one- mtelhgenee

.. x-M} R ‘4;’:..»*- e R

.
R

source, the FBI already had some indi-
cation that the Soviets had obtained ig-
formation about the *Big Bird’’ satei-
lite, but did not know from where it had
come..

It was not unt.il after the FBI - had
questioned Kampiles and gone back ta '
‘the CIA to ask about the manual, ac-

- cording to* one  source;" that the agency
- realized it was missing. . -

. Kampiles, the son -of Greek. unnn ' -The “Big Bird™ satellites, which- are

” grants, was a GS-7 “watch officer” at

launched from the- West Coast, are said
to be so sophisticated they can-pick out
small details of vehxclesandpersonson
theg:round ~hmn et

: e‘ v. 6':‘,.,

KAMPIL‘ES' WAS ARRESTEDx
has. not been. made. on- whether :to: seek..

-. an indictment of-hint, the expectation is
-that the Justice- Department will make
. such a move:-The reason for the delay,
- Justice Depart.ment sources said, is the

inevitable concern in any'such case.that
it might cause more harm to ‘“national’
security” to prosecute because of the
revelations about .the ~material; and
about: access to it-within the agency,
~that would have ta be revealed in a-

trial, ( ,mgm R

o

3
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ggrliizg APAML%ED 24 August 1978
Ex-CI4 man sold
Soviet ‘Big Bird’
data, FBI says

Washington (AP)—A former CIA employee,
who earned less than $15,000 a year relaying
secret messages,.was paid $3,000 for aliegedly
selling the Russians a technical manual de-
scribing the “Big Bird” satellite that spies on
the Soviet Union, the FBI said yesterday.

The employee, William P. Kampiles, was ar-
rested in Chicago last week on charges of pass-
ing secrets to the Russians, ) .

Intelligence officials said a CIA colleague of
Mr. Kampiles became ‘suspicious whea Mr.
Kampiles toid him he received money from the
Russians in exchange for what Mr. Kampiles

. said was misinformation. The officials added
that Soviet intelligence agents are not known to
pay anyone without receiving documents in re-

. They said the CIA colleague alerted the FBI,

. leading to the discovery that the satellite man- '
ual was missing. - S

- According tor intelligence officials, the so-
phisticated. satellite takes pictures so precise
that they can distinguish between civilians and

_people in military uniform. o

The intelligence sources said loss-of the
manual--reportedly missing- almost- a year
without being noticed—has prompted.a review
of CIA security procedures by the Central Intel-
ligence Agency and the Senate Intelligence
Committee: - = .. ..-Facac T sl

B N
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CIA ‘Big Blrd’ Sate]hte \hnual

Was Aﬂeae@y Sold

By Thomas O'Toole -
. and Charles R. Babcock .
Washingtom Post Staff Writers _

i
A former officer of the Central In.|
telligence Agency who was arrested
last week for passing secrets to the.
Soviets is alleged to have sold thém a-
technical manual describing the “Big
Bird” photograpaic satellite that spies.
on the Soviet Union from earth orbit.
Intelugenco sources said yesterday
that the top-secret document was gone-
fuor almost a year without being no-
ticed. A. CIA- search-for the manual
began only after FBIL agents: asked|
whether it was missing.
The loss of the manual has led to a
wholesale review of CIA security pro-
cedures, both by the CIA and the Sen-

ate Intelligence Comxmtue, sources_]
said, _

The: Big Bird fs no more than 5
years old. More than a‘dozen of the
12-ton units have been put into earth
orbit by the United States to take pic-
tures of Soviet missile silos, subma-

‘rine bases, naval installations, air-

fields and troop movements.

The photographs taken by Big.Bird
arc so precise that they can: distin.
guish between civilians and people in
military uniform and can pick out the

‘makes of automobxles, even read their

license plates. -

When onetime CIA man Wmlam P.
Kampiles was arrested in Chicago last
week, federal. government sources

said Karapiles bad done the United’

States “irreparable harm” in seliling
technicial material to’ the Soviet Un-
ion‘- v [ ,'...,u W wme ¥

The government sources last week
did not mention that Kampiles had al-
legedly dealt away the dgtails.ot Big
Bird, only that he had sold secrets of
a clauiﬂed system known as KH-11.

‘has been in orbit taking pictures of
‘thelr country- for some time,” the

-“watch officer” who left the CIA after
‘have walked off with a top-secret doc-

‘ument without it bei.nz noticed : for
_nearlyayear. : Y UL

.cials, because it is a known Soviet in-
.telligence techniqite never to-pay any-

‘return, sources said. .

‘agent from the FBI's Washington

* Intelligence sources said’ yesterdnj
that KH-11 was }he CIA ‘code name
for Keyhole-11, which is the Big Bird

photographic reconnaissance satellite. |
These sources- said it is- difficult to .

measure how much the Soviets have
profited from the manual” describing
Big Bird. They cannot build such a
satellite of their own from the man-
ual, but they may be able to identify
weaknesses in the satellite and pro-
tect their secret installations accord-
ingly, some experts.suggested..,

_the Soviets on a tripg to- Athens in Feb-
- ruary, according to sources. -

[

.~ One source -said. it. would do the
United States very little harm, since
the sale of the manual did not give
the Soviets the ability to stop tho utp
ellites from taking pictures, .

“*“The Russians know this. utomu

‘source’ said. “Getting their hands on
the manual-doesn’t stop the satellite
‘and doesn't stop the pictures.”: -
"Senate Intelligence Committee
fiembers asked pointed questions of
‘€IA officials- during " a closed-door
briefing on the case last Friday, ac.
cording to sources. Members wanted
know how Kampiles, 23, a low-level

eight months in 1977, allegedly- could

N

The CIA. already has started an ln-
ternal review of- its security proces

to Sowets

-partment will move to indict Kam-
- piles. “We fully intend to go forward,”

dures because of the Kampiles ca.se
sources said yesterday. . - i
The son of Greek immigrants. Kam—

piles was arrested a few days after he:
had allegedly told an FBI agent about:
seiling the secret satellite manual to a.

Soviet diplomat in Athens earlier thls
year.

Intelhgencé sources. said the FBII

‘became suspicious of Kampiles when:

he wrote a letter to a CIA colleaguel
saying he was in contact with and had

received money from the Soviets. Ie

allegedly: - - volunteered 'to - spread

“disinformation” to them. The retfer-

ence to- money alerted federal offr

one without. receiving .documents in
P |

Kampiles was . questioned by an

tield office. early last week, and ex-
plained finally how he had contacted

At one meeting with the Soviets in

" Athens,. Kampiles allegedly turned.

over the cover page and an illustra-!

~tion of the KH-11 satellite, A few days|
-1ater he returned and. gave the rest ot‘

the manual to a ' security officer!
named Michael, according to sources.{

.In return, he accepted and signed a'
Arecexpt for the cash.

A CIA. security ofﬂcer told the FBI
last week that a copy of the satellite
manual assigned to the center where!
Kampiles worked was missing.. It is:
not-known whether -other® classiﬁed.
doeuments- also are m!ssmg. sources

aid vestarda

.........

“tions about CIA security "procedures.

" the Congress is {in protecting secrets).

- had access t6 a document describing

: by the United States.
. “Normally, these: documents - are

o

Kampiles is a 1973 graduate of Indi-
ana University. He worked at the CIA
irom March to November of last year
— at a GS-7 scale, pdd less than 315,-
.000 a year. >
~ In his capacity: as “vntch officer,”
he received and relayed top-secret
messages. He-also had access-to the
storage drawer where.the manual was
located. And one day, he told the FBI,
accordmg to sources, he put the docu~
‘ment in the inner pocket of his sports
coat and took it home. -

™ Though intelligence communlty offlc
mls have voiced -fears-about proceed-
ing with the case because of the sensi-
tive satellite material involved, there
“seems little doubt that the Justice De-

a spokesman said yesterday. ~ -
+2 Sen. Malcoim Wallop (R-Wyo.), a
member of the intelligence commit-
tee, said yesterday that the allegations
against Kampiles raise serious ques-

““They're forever telling us how weak

To my knowledge nothing close to
this has come out of either house.”

~ Sources close to the CIA said they
were surprised that a watch officer

what is generally regarded as the
most secret intelligence sateilite bmlt

kept in a safe and are never kept any-
where near a watch office,” one
source said. “The whole thing -sounds
a little like sloppy secrecy.” .

* The Big Bird satellite is.a. mu.ltlth-
“fibn-dollar program managed jointly!
by the Pentagon and the CIA. The sat-;
ellites - were launched from Callfor-'
nia’s Vandenberg Air Force Base into|
a polar orbit that takes each of therm
over the same place on earth every‘
two weeks. - . s,
~The Big Bird satemtes are eqmpped

-with cameras that take photographs in'
black-and-white, . color and infrared.,
The cameras send their photos back!:
by electronic means, then parachute;
capsules containing the exposed film'
down to earth. The pictures they take:
have been described by some who:
‘have seen them as-“remarkable.”
"~ wThe resolution of these cameras ls.
superb,” one: source said. “There’s’ al-
most no way you can camouflage
thmzs or hide things from these cam-
eras.

N
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A former CIA offic:al arrested last

'week in Chicago allegedly sold Soviet
- agents a manual describing the work-

_-ings of the so-called *'Big Bird"’ satel-"~
.~ lite, which is used-to spy on the
Sovnet Union, accordmg to mtelh-
gence sources. i

.Several government sources sald

“the ex-officer, William P. Kampiles, -
"_is,accused of taking the manual from
, _fthe CIA at a time when he was em- .

" ployed as a low-level official in 1977
de of later selhng xt to Sowet agents
.in Greece

RN ustrcq Department.offlcxals are .
" still trying to decide ‘whether to seek -
© an indictment against him for sale of -

’ classxfned material. A decision is ex-
pected before the end of the week _

o THE SATELLITE, " which has been
% in use for about five years, is said to

"“be able to take photographs of Soviet
- missile silos, airfields and other mili-

. tary installations,-and is generally’
* considered -an important source of "
- mtelhgence about the Soviet Union.

It is not clear however Just how

"T"‘valuable the manual.could be to the
", Soviets. Several:sources said today
- that the:CIA considers the alleged

. sale of the manual a ‘‘very serious” .
matter. One Justice Department”
source, however, said that the infor-"
‘mation in the manual may be of less

-concern than the simple fact that a
low-level officer was .able to get ac--

. cess to it and that it could have been

- missing from the agency for so long
- without being dxscovered ’ .

" “Kampiles, the son of Greek immi-
grants, was a GS-7 “watch officer”
at the agency for about eight months,

and routinely received and relayed
classified information within the.

_agency. By one account, he wanted to

- become an operations officer with the

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1
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L CIA but was told that he dldn‘t have
the apntude for it.-.

An mvesnganon was begun by the

".local field office of the FBI after the

‘CIA turned over a letter it had re-
ceived from the former employee

- saying he had made contact with
.Soviet agents in Greece and, by one
" account, suggesting that he might

now be of help to the agency. “y-

" At the time it recewed thxs infor-
nmation, according to one intelligénce
source, the FBI already had some in-
dication that the Soviets had obtained

rmformanon about the “‘Big Bird"

satellite, ‘but dld not know from
where 1thad come. .. -i A T A

'It was not unn] after the 'FBI had
questioned Kampiles and gone back
to the agency to ask. about the
* manual, according to one source,
that the agency realxzed lt was xmss-

‘-.TH'E “BIG BIRD"“satelhtes

“which are launched from tha West

Coast, are said to be so sophisticated °

_“they-can pick out small details of -
- 'vehxcles and persons on the ground.

Although Kampxles was arrested

" last week, a final decision ‘still has

not been made on whether to seek an
indictment of him, although the
expectation is that the Justice De-
partment will make such a move. The
reason for the delay. Justice Depart-
ment sources said, is the inevitable

‘concern in any such case that it -

might cause more harm to “national
security’’ to prosecute because of the
- revelations about the material, and
about access to it within the agency,

_that would have to be revealed in a
: -trxal .

‘I'he CIA refused ofﬁcxal comment .
on"the matter. *'This is one we can’t
touch at all,” said Herbert Hetu, the
agency's chief spokesman. -
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National Security ’
Secrets Hamper

U.S. Prosecutors

_ By Charles R. Babcock
) . Wasaington Pos: Staff Writer . .
A decision on whether to prosecute
. Lockheed Aircraft Corp. and one of ™
its former top executives is being de-
layed- toicheck: eleventh-hour claims
- by defense attorneys that national se-
.. crets might be disclosed at a trial. .
Sources familiar with the investiga- -
> tion-of Lockheed's payments to for-
" eign officiala'said the.-Central Intelli:
. gence Agency has been asked to chéck
. the validity -of the- claims- Which”,
- came after ‘the Justice Depanment’ ’
. criminal divisien recommended prose-w
cution in ‘April- : -

"The Lockheed case is the-latest. m a N
series of sensitive investigattons in .
which national security- consxderanons
have collided. with.—"and threaten to ~

- derail==prosecutions: ~~*

. On Friday, for. instance, there  warz

’ reports about two criminal cases that

have been comphcated by natlonal e .

curity. DA : ]
< In one, the dmemment announcéd
1t would drop: three of six felony
charges against a senior executive of
Iniernational -‘Telephone- and Tele-
craph Corp. because it would have
had to- disclose classxﬂed documents
“at tive trial. o

A similar concern was -a tactor in
the Justice Department’s decision last
fall to let former CIA director Rich-

- ard M. Helms plead “no contest” to a.

|

~%

- ment's disposition of the Helms case

'A Gesell re:ected a national secnrity

_convicted of authorizing a break-in at_
.the office of Dantel Ellsberg’s psychu-

" misdemeanor charge from the same
¢« inv estlzatzon ot ITT-CIA col]usmn in
" Chile. RO -~
In-the ¢ other case a former CIA em- .
:plove.; William+P. Kampxles was ar-
restetLon..charges that "he .sold "top-
secret information to the -Russians,
but his prosecution may be diificult.
» The Los Angeles Times quoted a US.
mte].hgence source as saying .of that
case: “One of the problenis is that in’
~ order. to prosecute we might.have o'
release classified mfa“matnon and we
Just can't do:that,”" ;i ° ‘; i J
Deputs Atwmey,,.Generm Benjamin
. R. Civilettissgid. in a.recent interview.
. that weighing :the ~effect of national -

-last year that government investiga:
-tors had found indications that the-

- aged bribes from American _corpora-

.-Security on.potential. progecutions is"

THE WASHINGTON POST
20 August 1978

about the toughest issue his prosecu- !

tors face. )

“If that issue raises its head we try
to pursue the investigation hard. We
may be able to make a case without
entering the field. So I don't ignore
it. But I don't throw up my hands
either when the issue come up. We
try-to work around it. And in 8 out
of 10 cases we can,” Civiletti said.

" Critics of decisions like the govern-

say’ “national security” has' become
such a fuzzy area that defendants can
make frivolous claims in eﬁurts to
prevent prosecution,

FBI officials accused of pnrﬁdpab
ing.in illegal break-ins in the eafly
1970s, for example, claimed the - so-
called “black bag jobs” were neces-
.sary because the Weather . Under-
ground fugitives they were pursuing
bagd ties to foreign powers. The Jus-
tice:Department rejected such slaims.

!

_legitimate duty to uphold the law. .

__UsS. District Court Judge Gerhard

‘defense when former Nixon White-
House aide John "Ehrlichman was.

tri.stin 7. -

~ Details* of Lockheed’_s ‘claims could
not be learned. But the matter is not
yet-considered serious enough to in-
volve Civiletti, Attorney General Grif-
fin B. Bell or CIA Director Stanfield
Turner; officials said. R

Mitchell Rogovin,. who. representl
former Lockheed -president A. C.
Kotehian, has talked .to ctiminal divi-
sion head- Philip-B. ‘Heyman about
the case. Rogovin himself has close
ties to the "having served as its
liaison - .with the Internal Revenue:
Service. and as its lawyer during Te--
cent congressional investigations. - ,1

The Wall Street-Journal reported.

CIA knew-about and probably encour-:|

B3 it e aian p———

‘:'cials, such as former ambassador Kim
Dong Jo,’ could not be found. So some |

tions to foreign government officials.
‘Lockheed, for instance, paid several
million dollars in “agent’s fees” to Yo--
shio Xodama, who had ties with the
" CIA and was a major fundraiser for
Japan’s ruling party.
But it is not believed that Rogovin's
national security claims went as far as
- alleging that such potentially explo-
sive ties between U.S. intelligence and
: multinational corporations would be
exposed at trial
In the Lockheed, ITT-Chile and CIA
espionage cases prosecutors have had
_a chance to balance the need to pro-
tect national secrets with the equally

A more troublesome example of the
conflict between intelligence secrets
and law enforcement was seen in the
recent investigations of South Korean !
influence-buying in Congress, ... '

A Senate Intelligence: Committee
study showed that the CIA ‘at times
refused to-pass along early evidence
of the scandal to_the FBI or Justice

. Depzrtment for fesr of compromisin

_sacrosanct “sources and methods.” °
- One one occasion CIA headquarters '
officials wouldn’t even aliow the ste-

tion chief in Seoul to brief the U.S.
\ambassador about alleged brihery of
members of Congre‘_ ss by South Ko- J

. rean agents. .
-- Indications of megal South Korean

lobbying were largely ignored for
more than five years. Not until late,

* 1975 did the evidence — some of it ap-

parently obtained by supersecret Na-J
‘tional Security Agency intercepts of |
Korean diplotatic traffic — lead to a |
full scale J’usﬁu Departmcnt invutio
Even then the nmt nnsﬁtm mte-
rial could be used only for investiga-
tive leads. It could not.be used at aq
trial .without - exposing the ucrat
methods of obtaining it, . . v ]
Corroborating evidence lbout sus-
pected Payments from Korean off{-

oI
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- potential prosecutions of - current
. House members were stymied.

Civilett said he is not bothered too
much by this frustration because he is .
aware of the potential for abuse in’in- .
telligence agencies’ eavudroppmg on |
American citizens.

“That would be a very dangcrous
process, so it's only®in collaural cir-
cumstances that they pass on inmrma-
tion for us,” he said. . .

Civiletti noted that CIA - D!rector
Turner has expressed displeasure at
the danger to secrets in prosecuting
espionage-type cases. “He thinks the
English system of secret trials is the
only sensible way to proceed,” Civi-
letti said. “T'd never agree with that.”

The continuing conflict between law
.enforcement and national security has
.been the-subject of .a yearlong study
"by a Senate Intelligence mbcommit- :
tee headed by Joseph R. Biden (D-
Del.). It is expected to- relem its re-
port in a few weeks.

N‘ L

-WILLIAM P. KAMPILES
i ...atrhlmny'bedlmcnlt

£ i - = L gttt ekt o
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PR AT B T T
Irreparable Harm’ Seen in

Sale of CIA Data to Russ
RN ANEE U Y moBERTL IACKSON

o Do TR S S5 W mes St Wrktee -

¥ WASHINGTON-U.S. ‘sectirity has
been dealt.“irreparable harm” by de--
tailed - descriptions .of- an- electronic .
surveillance . system-that.. a..former.
CIA ‘employe i3 accused of seiling to-
the Russi

_ Late last February or early March, Kampiles sold sec-:
‘tions of: the sensitive document to a. Soviet agent code-!
named “Michael” in Athens for $3,100, the FBI said. . - - |
. Apparently to prevent leaks of. classified information;

- U.S. Magistrate Olga Jurco of Chicago placed under court.
seal an eight-page affidavit by FBI special agent Rickey P.:
'Knapp that accompanied the official complaint. .- ..
:,-But US. Atty. Thomas P. Sullivan said.in a statement’
:that the CIA manual allegedly stolen by Kampiles-dealt|

highly. secret:system were delivered.
to-a;Soviet agent in:’Athens by: Wil
liam-P. Kampiles,: 23, of Chicago,. ac- -
Cording to a complaint . filed by the,
FBL.in: a federal court in- Chicago:;
Kampiles was arrested Thursday:~. . 1'%
A U.S’magistrate in Chicago Fri-*
day set an-unusually high bond of $1
million for Kampiles, who was being-
held in- a federal detentio rcenter* |
theres il pagavsioni ey
-~ In Washington, .:a~. high-ranking’
government source - said that “this .
man has done irreparable harm to our-
oountry. s, gy - e e s Y
2:“It’s an- extremely” sensitive-ma

< Wwith “a sensitive technical collection system.” "~ o
«"+"The operation of this system as described indetail in the |
'lechnical manual directly relates to our national defense,” .
Sullivansaid. 1. Ty o e oo e
£21t could not, be learned: whiether the electronic. systems
*.was used in the United States or-abroad, or whether it in-"
:volved the operation-of Spy satellites; /5> . .-« i i 44
¢%The FBLsaid Kampiles had given.the Russians the coves’
-page, the tabldof contentsand Section 1 of the CIA manual; .
<> The $1 million bond set for. Kampiles-is rare; although
‘two Soviet employes: ofs the: United Nations. accused of
espionage against the Uniled States were held in New Jer-
;Sey last June on $2 milliorebail each, - o ERTENIE,
“#:.The Russnang were temporarily freed on June 26 as part;
.0f:a U.S.-Sowiet ‘deal "in: which “American- businessman |

ter,” the source added; “One-of the: fg;g?;s"lisa‘?"'w 3%2“5‘?"; of currency violations by the
AT et L e ‘Russians, was freed in Moscow to await trial, = —
probléms ~is “that:*40; -prosecute =we - " In recent ( tri; PR
.might have {0 release classified infor. ‘enl yedrs the-highest money bait imposed '
-Amlght have torelease Cl )ed Qr& N ’esPionage cas haSbeengsloo'm' . y. ~,.,.i.'-.t.x??s-. :1?9?:?)‘"}

"mation,’and we just car't do that:" :=» ¥
"1t was-learnied that. CIA Director :
‘Stansfield* Turner ;had- called zAtty;

-Gen Griffin B, Bell on what theintel;
*ligence’ agency™ terms ™a’ *'secure .
-phone” to brief "him ‘on the case be-:
Aore Kampiles \yasasmted“, iy

VT (i L

i 3:In - addition; Turner - visiled " the
~'White House-to discuss the case with_
" Zbigniew Brzezinski, President Car-
ter’s assistant “for ‘national security
~affairs. el g i;f-'né.{,.zt_‘-v: R ey .~£~;.—
The FBI said that ‘Kampiles had
“been employed as a watch officer for
“the CIA from March to November, |
- 1977. During that period, he allegedly
removed a top-secret-document en-
litled *“KH-11, ; System . Technical
Manual” from CIA headquarters in
Langiey, Va., and kept it when he

‘t

i moved to Chicago.™. : Hoenat s
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A former CIA employe was paid $3,000!
for allegedly selling a Soviet intelligence|
agent a manual describing the “Big Bin;"
satellite that spies on Russia, the FBI said.
The employe, William P. Kampiles; was ar-
rested last week in Chicago. Intelligence offi-
cials said loss of the manual has prompted a
Senate and CIA review of the agency’s secu-
rity procedures. | -
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| ]
An ex-CIA ]
man is held |
in espmnage

Associated Press

CHICAGO — Bond of $1- million in :
cash has been set for a former CIA-
"employe accused of delivering a top-
secret national defense document to
the Soviet Union.

U.S. Attorney Thomas Sullivan
said loss of the document, entitled
“KH-12 System Technical Manual,”
could cause ‘‘grave danger to na-
tional security.”

William P. Kampiles;, 23, a sales
representative for a drug company
in suburban Oak Brook, was formally
charged on Friday with selling the
document to the Soviets.

Bond was set by U.S. Magistrate
Olga Jurco, who ordered Kampiles to
surrender his passport.

i A complaint prepared by the FBI
! _ alleges that Kampiles delivered the
document to a Soviet agent on or
about March 2 in Athens, Greece,
and was paid $3,000. _

Kampiles worked as a watch offi- .
cer for the Central Intelligence !
Agency from March to November
1977. He allegedly took the document
from CIA headquarters while work-
ing there and kept it after he left the
agency and moved to the Chxcago
. area, authroities said. 4

Kamplles, born in Hammond, Ind '
was living in Munster, Ind., when ar-
rested. If convicted, be could be sen-
tenced to life imprisonment.
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§1 Milkon Bond for Ex-CIA Worker i

CHICAGO — A former C1A employee accused of

delivering a stolen national defense document to a

. Soviet agent was ordered held under $1 million
bond yesterday.

~ U.S. Magistrate Olga Jurco followed the recom-
mendations of federal prosecutors on setting the
high bond for William T. Kampiles, 23, and orderer
Kampiles to surreader his passport. She set
.another court hearing for next Thursday. -~ |

& U.S. Attorney Thomas P. Sullivan said Kampiles

. was aeceused ol giving a Soviet agent a ‘‘sensitive
technical manual dealing with a technical coliec-
tion system.”’ R -

The FBI said Kampiles, of Munster, Ind., was .
employed as a CIA-watch officer from March to |
November of 1977. He is alleged to have removed a -
the document from CIA headquarters while em-
ployed there and to have taken it with him when-he
moved from Vienna, Va., to Chicago. :

- e
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Bond set
at $1 million
in spy case

Chicago (AP)—A $1 million bond was
set " yesterday for a 23-year-old former
CIA employee charged with delivering a
5atxonal defense document to the Soviet

nion. Rl

William P. Kampiles, a “sales’ repre-'
" sentative for a drug company.in the west-
ern suburb of Oak Brook, was charged
with giving the Soviets a document relat-
ing to national defense. It was entitled,
“KH-11, System Technical Manual” and
was clamfxed top secret, Thomas P. Sulli-
van, a United States attorney, saxd in
-court. )

Mr. Sullmn saxd that loss o{ the man-
ual could cause “grave danger to national
security.” -, LIS

Bond was set by Us. Mag:strate Olga
Jurco, who also ordered Mr. Kampiles to
surrendermspasport. vl

- 'An" FBI complaint alleged - that Mr
-Kampiles gave the document to a Soviet' ’1
by the name of “Michael” on or. about i
March 2, 1978, in Athens, Greece, and was
_paid $3,000.. . B ._».-.]
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Sale of CIA Seeret to Soviet
Said to Do ‘Irreparable Harm’

Los Angeles Times -
Russia’s-alleged purchase of details
of an electronic surveillance system
from a former CIA employe has dealt

U.S. security “irreparable harm,” in--

telligence sources said yesterday.”
Sections. of a manual outlining the
highly secret” system were delivered
to a Soviet agent in Athens by-Wil-
liam P. Kampiles, 23, of Chicago, ac-
cording to a complaint filed by the
-¥BI in a federal court in Chicago.
Kampiles was arrested Thursday.
Yesterday, a U.S. magistrate in
Chicago set an unusually high bond
of $1 -million for  Kampiles, who is
being held in a federal detention .cen-
ter there. . - ° . s e
In Washington, a high-ranking gov-
ernment source gaid: )
“This man has done irreparable
harm to our country. It's an extremely
sensitive matter: One of the problems

“ to briet him on the case before Kam-
. piles was arrested. v

"2¢ to-discuss the case with Zbigniew Brze-
.+ zinski, President Carter’'s assistant for,

have to release classified information,
and we just can’t do that.”

It was learned that CIA Director
Stansfield Turner called Attorney Gen-
eral Griffin B. Bell on what the inteili-
gence agency calls a “secure phone”;

Turner also visited ‘ti:e Whit:a House

national security affairs.
" The FBI said Kampiles ‘was em-

. ployed as a watch officer for the CIA

from March to November 1977. During
that period he allegedly removed a

" top-secret document entitled “KH-11,

System Technical Manual” from CIA

: headquarters in Langley and kept it
- when he moved to Chicago.-

In late February or early March
this year; Kampiles sold sections of
the - sensitive .document to a Soviet
-agent code-named “Michael” in Athens

is that in-order, to prosecute we migh

— st

- for $3,100, the FBI said. iy
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19 August 1978

Former CIA aide
held on Spy charge

By John O'Brien

A FORMER EMPLOYE of the Central
Intelligence Agency now living in subur-
ban Munster, Ind., was ordered held
Friday in lieu of a $1-million cash bond
on a charge of seiling a top secret de-
fense document to a Soviet citizen..

The espionage suspect, William Peter

Kampiles, 23, appeared in federal court
here following his arrest by Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation agents Thursday
night in his townhouse apartment at 7645
Hohman Av. in Munster. A formal hear-
ing on the- charge was set for next
Thursday.

In requesting the hlgh bond, U. S. Atty.
Thomas P. Sullivan told Magistrate
Olga Jurco that improper release of the
document to an enemy power ‘‘could
cause grave damage to our national se
cuirty.”

Police in Munster conﬁrmed reports
by neighbors of Kampiles that he shared
his townhouse home with a Munster po-
liceman, Perry-Felecos. A police spokes-
man said Felecos, a policeman less than
one year, went on a four-day furlough
Friday and could not be reached for

" comment. - -

FBI Director Wllham Webster said
Kampiles, a salesman for a Chicago
area drug firm, was charged in a feder-
al complaint filed Thursday in Chicago
of selling the document for $3,000 to a
Soviet agent in Athens, last March 2.

THE DOCUMENT,. classified as: top
secret, is believed to have been removed

by Kampiles from CIA headquarters

B
|
|
|
!
j

near Washington while he was emploved
by the CIA as a “Watch officer” from :
March until November, 1977, Webster !
said. !

No details about the document were
released, except its title, “KH — 11 Sys-
tem Technical Manual.”

Webster said Kampiles, a .native of
Hammond who was ‘“terminated” by the
CIA, returned to the Chicago area with™
the document last fall. He said- Kam-!
piles is accused of delivering it in
Greece to a man identified only as ‘“Mi-
‘chael” and described as ‘‘a representa-
tive of the Union of Soviet Soclallst Re-
public.”

KAMPILES’ ARREST was coordmat-
ed with and ‘“had the complete coopera-
tion of the CIA,” 'Webster said.

FBI authorities in Chicago said Kam-
piles is to appear before a federal mag-
istrate Friday. They said the penalty for
espionage provides for any term of im-

»

prisonment, including life imprisonment.
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ST. LOUIS GLOBE-DEMOCRAT
18 August 1978

Ex-CIA employee
arrested as a spy

WASHINGTON (AP) — A 23-year-old former CIA
employee was arrested Thursday in suburban Chicago.
on charges of delivering a national defense document to
the Soviet Union, the FBI said.

William P. Kampiles, a sales representative for a.
drug company in suburban Chicago, was arrested on
the basis of a complaint filed before a U.S. magistrate
in Chicago, FBI spokesman Steve Gradis said.

Kampiles was charged with giving the Soviets a
document relating to the national defense entitled,
“KH-11, System Technical Manual’ which was classi-
fied top secret, Gradis said. )

The FBI complaint alleges Kampiles gave the docu-
ment to a Soviet by the name of ““Michael’’ on or about
March 2, 1978, in Athens, Greece, and was paid $3,000.

- - Kampiles, a former Vienna, Va., resident, was em-
ployed as a watch officer for the Central Intelligence
Agency from March to November 1977.

He allegedly took the document from CIA headquar-
ters while working there and kept it when he moved to
Chicago after the termiration of his CIA employment,
Gradis said.

The spokesman added that Kampiles’ arrest was
coordinated with the CIA. ‘

Kampiles was born in Hammond, Ind., and when
arrested, was living in Munster, Ind., outside Chicago.
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J

FOR PUBLIC AFFAIRS STAFF

PROGRAM STATION

WTOP Radio
CBS Network

First Line Report

DATE CcITY

August 19, 1978 g:40 A.M. Washington, D.C.

SUBJECT Mystery Of CIA Road Signs

BOB SCHIEFFER: "First Line Report," News iand commentary.

I'm Bob Schieffer, CBS News White House correspondent, report-
ing on the CBS Radio Network.

The mystery of the CIA and its road signs, or if you can get
there from here, why do you need signs pointing the way?

Details, after this.

% * &

The other day, when President Carter went to the CIA, we dis-
covered something, that the agency not only issues press releases
from time-to-time, but that the anonymous person who cranks them out
has a sense of humor. That's why we're breaking precedent today and
simply reading word-for-word a government press release. We haven't
changed a word. We promise to do it often, but we thought you'd
like this one, and it's shed some new light on an old story.

It's titled, "The Ups and Downs of the CIA's Road Signs." zuu
we quote.

"There is a story that's been making the rounds for so long
it's almost become a legend, and it goes like this. 'Shortly after
its new building was completed in 1961, the CIA was not quite satis-
fied with having its 219-acre compound merely well-hidden from pub-
lic view by the woodlands of Northern Virginia. So it concocted a
neat little deception to confuse friend and foe alike. It erected ‘
signs on adjacent motorways telling drivers that access roads they
were passing led to a place called the Bureau of Public Roads, or
the Fairbanks Research Station.'

OFFICES IN: NEW YORK e LOSANGELES e CHICAGO e DETROIT e AND OTHER PRINCIPAL CITIES
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"'0f course, no one was fooled, and none less than President

Eisenhower ordered the CIA to stop this folly and put up signs mak-
ing it clear that the access roads led to the CIA.

"The fact of the story is true, according to the CIA release.
There really is a Highway Research Facility adjacent to the CIA. It's
been there since 1950, fully nine years before construction began on
the CIA headquarters next door.

"The signs pointing to the Research Facility were also there
before the CIA was, and they've been telling the truth from the
beginning, and the Research Facility belongs to the Federal nghway
Administration.

"The CIA says the confusion and the legend probably started
because sometimes there were CIA road signs along with those of the
Research Station, and at other times there were not.

"There is one grain of truth to the legend. It dates back to
November 1959, according to the CIA, when President Eisenhower came
to lay the cornerstone for the CIA headquarters building. His driver
couldn't find the place. So the President ordered the CIA road signs
to be put up.

: : N

"Two years later, as CIA personnel were moving into the just-_/
completed headquarters, President Kennedy paid a visit. He had no
taste for road signs p01nt1ng out the govermment's secret intelligencs
agency, so he ordered the signs taken down. For the next twelve years,
the signs of the Highway Research Facility stood alone.

"Then President Nixon visited CIA headquarters during that
period. :Tn a talk to the CIA employees in 1969, he referred to the
ups and downs of the CIA road signs, noting that this gave him a
dilemma. He said it was his practice to open his remarks at other
agencies with, quote, 'It's a pleasure to be here, but since the CIA
obv1ously is not suppose to be here perhaps I had better start with
it is a pleasure not to be here,' end of -quote.

"Then, in 1973, the CIA signs went up again, this time at the
direction of then CIA Director James Schlesinger, and they are still
there, except for one of them which has had ups and downs of its own.
The sign along the southbound lanes of route 123 in Virginia has dis-
appeared nine times almost overnlght everytime it's been put up. It's
been suggested that these signs now grace the walls of local bed rooms

or fraternity houses.

’

"In short, the CIA contends it has never posted phoney signs
nor hidden behlnd the signs of another agency. But the story has ‘
- C
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accomplished one thing -- to this day, few people really believe
there is a Highway Research Station. Perhaps in giving directions,
the CIA's employees instruct visitors to follow the signs to the
CIA," end of quotation, end of press release.

The only comment here -- we wish we had written it.
Now this message.

% % %

This has been "First Line Report."™ I'm Bob Schieffer, CBS
News.
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RADTO TV REPORTS. ING.

4435 WISCONSIN AVENUE, N.W. WASHINGTON, D.C. 244-3540

FOR PUBLIC AFFAIRS STAFF
PROGRAM CBS News STATION WTOP Radio
CBS Network
DATE August 16, 1978 5:00 PM CITY Washington, D.C.
SUBJECT President Carter Visits the CIA

DOUGLAS EDWARDS: Mr. Carter ventured out from the
White House for a visit to the CIlA.

Ed Bradley has details.

ED BRADLEY: It's just a short trip from the White
House, about eight miles from downtown Washington, to the
secluded Headquarters of the Central Iintelligence Agency. Mr.

Carter was here for two meetings, one with those employees

who analyze all of the material which goes into the President's
daily intelligence briefliing, and the second to discuss the
agency's clandestine operations.

Mr. Carter also used the occasion to give a pep talk
to several hundred agency employees who stood out in the hot
sun to greet him. .

PRESIDENT JIMMY CARTER: | appreciate what you are,
what you do. You almost are in the position of being like
Caesar's wife. You have to be even more pure, because the
slightest mistake on your part Is highly publicized and greatly
magnified, whereas your great achievements and successes quite
often are not publicized and are not recognized.

BRADLEY: Mr. Carter said one of the most pleasant
surprises of his Administration has been the quality of work
at the CIA.
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Mntond.uppuodbynmwnmlmmwuummnlommmwmm.nmaypotberep'oduma.soldorpubidydmnnorm.

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1



Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

RADIO TV REPORTS, INC.

4435 WISCONSIN AVENUE, N.W. WASHINGTON. D.C. 244-3540

FOR PUBLIC AFFAIRS STAFF
PROGRAM ABC World News Tonight STATION WJLA-TV
ABC Network
DATE August 16, 1978 7:00 PM cITY Washington, D.C.
SUBJECT The President Visits the CIA

FRANK REYNOLDS: The President visited the Headquarters
of the Central Intelligence Agency today and told several hundred
CIA employees they must be more pure and more clean and more
decent and more honest than other government workers.

Mr. Carter spoke first outdoors, then went inside to
meet with more than 50 undercover agents who, according to a
CIA spokesman, could not be seen outside.

The President also said he is worried that too much
openness and candor about CIA operations can damage the national

security.
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RADIO TV REPORTS, INC.

4435 WISCONSIN AVENUE, N W. WASHINGTON, D.C. 2443540
FOR PUBLIC AFFAIRS STAFF
PROGRAM News 7 STATION  WJLA TV
DATE August 16, 1978 6:00 PM cIy Washington, D.C.
SUBJECT Quotes President Carter

RENEE POUSSAINT: President Carter put Caesar's wife

forward today as a model for ClA employees. Speaking at CIA
headquarters in Langley, Mr. Carter said that |ike Caesar's
wife, CIA workers have to be more pure, more decent, and more
honest because their slightest mistakes are magnified.

On the other hand, he said, their achievments are
frequently not pubiicized and not recognized.
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RADIO TV REPORTS, ING.

4435 WISCONSIN AVENUE, N.W. WASHINGTON. D.C. 244-3540

FOR PUBLIC AFFAIRS STAFF
PROGRAM NBC Nightly News WRC-TV
STATION  NBC Network
DATE August 16, 1978 6:30 PM cITY Washington, D.C.
SUBJECT President Carter Visits the CIA

DAVID BRINKLEY: President Carter went across the
Potomac today to the CIA Headquarters in Virginia and said a
few kind words to the spies, who have not heard many lately.
During his campaign, in fact, Mr. Carter often was critical
of the CIA, but today it was all as nice as could be.

Here's Judy Woodruff.

JUDY WOODRUFF: Only a few hundred CiA employees came
out to see the President. At least had stayed inside because
they didn't want their pictures taken by the press.

During his presidential campaign, Mr. Carter repeatedly
criticized the CIA. He said abuses committed by the agency had
undermined the confidence of the American people in their govern-
ment. But today he suggested things had improved since he came
into office.

PRESIDENT JIMMY CARTER: There is now a stability in
+he CIA. There have been too many shocks, too many rapid changes
in the past. But the policies that have now been established by
Executive Order, by sound decisions, by cooperation, and in the
future by law will give you a much surer sense of what the future
will bring.

WOODRUFF: Inside, the President listened to briefings
on how the CIA collects and analyzes information, and talked with
about 50 spies.

There is probably no federal agency that needed a morale
booster as much as the CIA. Since the people who work here either
stayed inside or if they came out didn't talk to the press, there's
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no way of knowing what they thought of the President's remarks.
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"RADIO TV REPORTS, INC.

4435 WISCONSIN AVENUE, N.W. WASHINGTON, D.C. 244-3540

FOR PUBLIC AFFAIRS STAFF

PROGRAM The Federal! Beat | STATION WRC Radio

DATE August 17, 1978 7:40 AM CITY Washington, D.C.
SUBJECT President Carter Speaks at the CIA

TINA GULLAND: President Carter is trying to boost
morale out at the CiA. He spent an hour yesterday at the
agency's Langley Headquarters, where he gave workers a pep
talk.

PRESIDENT JIMMY CARTER: You almost are in the
position of being like Caesar's wife. You have to be even
more pure and more clean and more decent and more honest
than almost any persons who serve in government. Because
the slightest mistake on your part is highly publicized and
greatly magnified, whereas your great achievements and suc-
cesses quite often are not publicized and are not recognized,
and they certainly are never exaggerated.

GULLAND: The President told the CIA workers that
there is a growing appreciation for what the agency does.
He added that there have been many shocks and rapid changes
at the CIA in recent years, but the President said there is
now a stability at the agency and a much surer sense of what
the future will bring.
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o PROGRESSIVE
ARTICLE APPEARED September 1978
ON PAGE 10,1l

Silencing Whistle-Blowers

A Federal court ruling against former CIA operative
Frank Snepp, who published unclassified but embarrass-
ing information on the Agency’s actions in the final days
of the Vietnam war, establishes a dangerous precedent
that could inhibit other potential whistleblowers from call-
ing public attention to Government abuses. In the suc-
cessful civil suit filed by the Justice Department, Snepp
was ordered to forfeit the ‘‘ill-gotten gains’ from ‘his
book, Decent Interval, which he published after his at-
tempts to report the abuses through official channels were
ignored.

The Government claims Snepp, by publishing thz
book, violated a secrecy oath he had signed when he
joined the CIA in 1968. Snepp maintains the agreement
does not apply to unclassified information. U.S. District
Judge Oren R. Lewis of Alexandria, Virginia, disagreed,
declaring in his July 7 decision that the book *‘caused the
United States irreparable harm and loss’ and *‘impaired
the CIA’s ability to gather and protect intelligence relating
to the security of the United States.™

Similar language was used in the unsuccessful attempt
to block publication of the Pentagon Papers in 1971,
though it has never been shown that **national security”’
was compromised. There are other interesting parallels:
While Snepp’s account of how the CIA bungled the
evacuation at the end of the war has received most of the
media attention, his book also provides documentation

for much of the ofticial deception suspected by the peace |
movement at the time. Snepp confirms, for example, the
frame-up by South Vietnamease President Nguyen Van
Thieu and the CIA of moderate Saigon legislator Tran
Ngoc Chau; reveals that the Saigon Post was a CIA front;
describes how Thicu’s troops, backed by the United
States, engaged in massive land-grabbing after the 1973
ceasefire, and notes that the North Vietnamese army was
not increasing its troop strength during that period as the |
Government claimed.

Unlike Daniel Ellsberg (who was bound by no secrecy |
oath), however, Snepp was not motivated by revulsion at |
the immorality of the war. He believes that the war should |
have been won, and would have been had the United
States pursued it more effectively. But the Justice Depart-
ment apparently will not tolerate even sympathetic criti- l
cism. . !

The Government acknowledged that Snepp disciosed !
no information that had not already besn made public, ’
but it insisted on the need to establish a precedent against -
those who might potentially publish classified material.
That precedent, however, was clearly estblished two ;
years ago in the pre-publication censorship of The CiA |
and the Cult of Intelligence by John Marks and Victor |
Marchetti — a decision that expressly barred censorship!
“‘with respect to information which is unciassified or offi- |
cially disclosed.” [

The problem, of course, is not one of ‘‘national:
security’” but of the Government’s power to prevent pri- '
vate citizens from revealing potentially embarrassing in- |

Oliphant, The Washington Star
‘Sorry, sir, but our role as guards of the establishment has changed somewhat; instead of stopping
people from'entering, we’re now here to see that you loonies in there never get out!’ ‘

QONTINUED
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formation. The Snepp decision, if upheld on appeal, will
not only affect the 800 former CIA operatives who might
wish to disclose Agency abuses, but thousands of other
employes in seven Federal departments and agencies who
must sign similar secrecy oaths.

While Richard M. Nixon and his felonious former asso-
ciates earn millions of dollars by using classified informa-
tion in their self-serving memoirs, those who ry to in-

_form the public are punished. Snepp’s publisher, Robert
Bernstein of Random House, noted the “‘supreme irony”
that former CIA director Richard Helms was fined only -
$2,000 for lying to a Congressional committee, while
Snepp has suffered impoundment of at least $60,000 for
telling the truth.

" Perhaps the best assessment of the ruling came from,
Snepp himself, who commented after the decision, ‘‘No
American should be denied his freedom of speech’
because he criticized the Government.” It is alarming 1o,
find such a basic principle under official attack. : ]
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Tubans at Y@ufﬁa Festival expose CIA plots

entitled **CIA: Cuba Accuses,” the Cuban
government. said that ‘‘the forces that
planned. financed and ordered the assassin-
ation of the President of the U.S."" have tried
to involve Cuba in the assassination. They
did so. according to the Cubans, “to try to

By BARBARA MINER ;
'Guardian Staff. Correspondent
- Havana, Cuba
**One mornmg m 1967, in Montevideo, 1.
wis/ involved in the following. mterrogatlon-
. *‘*Are you a commumst"' ’
00 No . . .
T rAre you forceful]y opposed to the . .cate a pretext to actwate certam plans (0
foreign pohcy of the U S ?” - T »‘ . overthrow the revolutxonary government by
. . No , sochor i LN S )

force """

**Tired, ‘the technician disconnected the -In a series of documents. the Cubans said ~
electrodes and deactlvated the mdlcators fof

“the lle\detector] A ;

" " Thus bégias the: book released in Havann a
. two weeks ago by Manuel Hevia Cosculluela.” -
'a Cuban official who infiltrated the CIA for=*
elght years: The above passage ‘describes %7 agent. The CIA was fully aware-**that there
~one of Hevia's many lle detector tests with*>!- weretwo Oswalds’'—the one who visited the

\the CIA.- -~ 9ii = et

- Hevia's "'Pas'sport 11333, ‘Eight Years®
’ wuh the CIA"" details his recruitment by the *
. CIA"in 1962. his brief exile in Miami and his. -
“"years of work" for the CIA in Uruguay.’ ln‘ .
. October 1970, Hewa left Umguay and'
returned to Cuba. -
"For the first time. Hevna pubhcly told hts :
story at - the tribunal, °‘‘Youtlr Accuses-
- Imperialism,”™ at the 11th World Festival of
* Youth and Students July 28-Aug. 4. :

" [*A'number of other Cubans also explamed
Jr the first time in* detail  how they had
“infiltrated the: CIA as early as 1959; = - »:‘
" The data released two weeks ago. however
“do not deal with any CIA activities dunng,
the Cacter administration. apparently ‘an )
effort to warn but not antagomze the current
U S. government. "7 - e

\-_

PIRAA AP AN

nedy s- assassination- was not- Oswald—as *
~has been charged by the U.S. government as--

the Cubans’ charged. They provided docu-
-'mentation that the CIA carefully kept a log of -
photographs ‘of all. those who vrslted the
_ Cuban consulate. "~ -'.~.,' AT e Sy

‘re two Oswalds,"* ex-CIA agent Philip Agee-
_explained “at the tribunal, **this calls -in

'-_' Warren - Commission™’ that Oswald "acted -
*: alone. “**This opens up the panorama of
conspnracy -
" The Cubans revealed that through thelr
agents they "had discovered at least five -
- plans in recent years to assassinate Cuban -
“President Fidel Castro. A Senate intelli- -
- gence report in 1975 stated that CIA-spon- -
- sored attacks agamst Castro had tenmnated—-
~-+in the-1960s. :
‘The: five assassination attempts mclude
two attempts dunng Castro’s visit to Chile -
~-and Ecuador in-1971; two attempts to send ..
1 mﬂltratlon teams into Havana in 1974, and -

.';« -5 ...,, v -

.- In addition, the Cubans presented mfor~
mation to the tribunal in which they charged -
‘ that Lee Harvey Oswald had been-a ClA‘:
agent since the late 1950s.- In-a~ paper

" diminsh Cuba's growmg prestige and fabri- "’

that the person who- visited ' the- Cuban .~
<7< consulate” in - Mexico shortly before Ken- =

~“-*Please inform at earliest opportunity any

part of its proof that Oswald was a Cuban :
,‘-\Angolas independence, Nov. 11. If he's

+= going, °
e NE "Ji"‘ consulate-and the one who killed Kennedy, > Fidel's vtsxt to other countnes on the same‘

i tri

*Once it has been establtshed that there « 1966 t0'1976. explained at a press conference -

* question the entire picture presented by the: -

-**based on known information about plans

~.~Cuban ' revolution’s” need." to protect the -
- people. thexr leaders and socialism.” -

3 Guudianphol_o by Garb

assassination " preparations made dunng

- planned:trips to Mexico and Africa in 1976.

These two trips were canceled when the
Cubans suspected assassination plots.

On the Africa attempt, the Cubans stated
last week: *:On Oct. 9, only three days :
after the criminal sabotage in Barbados {in
. which 73 people were killed by a CIA-
" planted "bomb- in a Cuban airliner], a:
" message sent by the CIA to  an agent in
- Havana .was ' intercepted. That message,’
transmitted from the CIA’s central head-
- quarters in- Langley, Va., says in- part:

i

“data concerning Fidel’s attendance-at the
_ceremony for the first anniversary of

“try "to-_get’ complete itinerary for:

Nlcolas ergado Roa. a Cuban ofﬁcxal with .
the ministry of constraction whom the CIA -

:+"thought was’working for the agency- from -

here- last : week “that the Cubans.- then H
canceled Castro’s. trip.

Seme of the most detsiled mt‘ormatxon on -
" Cuban penetration of the ClA was provnded
- by Sirgado. Explainiag that he was ordered
“ to start infiltrating the CIA in 1962, he said
* that in 1966 such efforts proved.successful .
~and he was recruited in London. Thus for 10

A e

"~ years the CIA thought it had a htgh~plac¢d -3
- Cuban official workmg for it.
" **So the question of infiltrating the ClA

o l
’ was a meticulous,.careful, long-term concept - f
“right ‘from the' beginnming.'* said Sirgado,. '
for aggression _against our - country and -
‘ concrete CIA plots to assassinate Command- -
“er-in-Chief Fidel Castro and of course on the.

ST T e T e g “’,- e

A ROLEX FROM KISSINGER FareiE
. 'Sirgado, who said he recelved a letter of -

»praise and-a- Rolex. watch from- Henry
. Kissinger for 10" years of valuable work with
+ the CIA. outlined the-various interests of the-
"agency. These interests included personal -,
- information .on leaders of the-Cuban gov-
* “ernment,’ some- of whom he worked with
“*-closely; information on Cuba's relations with

- ... various developing countries; economic rela-

_ “:tionships; Cuba’s Afnea pohcy, and .mmﬂ
o _developrnents. A PR

On the. questlon- of the nonalvgned

& movement Sirgado said: **Almost from the
"' beginning of our penetration work in the CIA

they insisted on information on all that we

B =~ [Cuba] did as full members of the nonalign-

, ;,. Cuban glrla attendmg youth foatival evonts.

- ed . movement. -

‘They wanted- to- know
everythmg Without the slightest reserva-
;- tion these' gentlemen refemd to.. -the -

CONTILUEL
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_:subversive’ nature of this organization.” : .
. As early as. 1961 and-1970, according to
i Sirgado, the CIA. asked Cuban-agents for:
--*firsthand information that they said would -
be used to formulate a U.S. policy on Africa’-
designed ‘to- frustrate any revolut:onary or .
. ‘even progressive movement.” -
.. The most -detailed mfonnatlon on ClA
" interests and involvement in Latin America
~.was given by Hevia. -~ ~-zian . o
- **For eight years, the CIA. beheved 1 was
one of their agents,’ said Hevia. It is.
impossible to- relate all of the functions I-.
carried out for them....l shall refer to |
penetration at diverse levels that the CIA.
carried out " basically through techmcal
assistance and training coursés.’
- +* The Cuban explained that much of the CIA
“work* in his later years was. carried out -
- through the Agency for International Devel-
. opment. The CIA agent in charge of these
- technical assistance courses was AID official .
- Daniel.  Mitrione,.- latet - assassmated by
. Umguyan patriotic guerillas.. ~c.~:% -._-f..m-.’"-]
«i:-Technical assistance was a euphemism for
T‘programs to-teach- various.- techniques for -
imterrogatmg political prisoners: .**Mitrione-"
‘not only trained {in these mterrogatxons] but-.
-actually- participated,”” said Hevia..".. T —»4
.=+ In- one torture-training - sessuonr:Hev:a i
“explained, -**beggars. were ‘used"as guinea -
pigs. They died as a result of this ‘training:" *"" .
"2 In"the end of his book, Hevia quoted .
- Mitrione, who told him in a conversation-
“about the CIA’s philosophy of interrogation: -
“=-**Above- all: efficiency. Cause only that
" pain which is strictly necessary, not one bit
‘more. Don't ever lose your temper: Act with
“the efficiency and - the cleanliness of a
'surgeon, with the perfection of an artist.”” -,
~- And as Hevia -said in explaining his |
infiltration of the ClA: ““There-will be :

(X3 J

 Mitriones as long as there i 13 1mpenahsm. S
- . i

- Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1



———

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

‘ARTICLE APPEARED NEW TIMES
-c:‘f"?AGE__Zﬁz—— k SEPTEMBER 1978

The Insider}—

Promises, promises
Senators Stop the Music on
| Carter Whistling a Different Tune

Candidate Jimmy Carter,
the outsider, was vociferous
on the need to protect govern-
ment whistleblowers. He was
especially critical of the treat-
ment accorded Emie. Fitz-
gerald, the Pentagon em-
ployee dismissed in 1969 for
exposing a $2 billion cost

overrun in construction of the A_: '
CSA transport plane—a reve- g °

lation which threatened the
Lockheed bailout. Fitzgerald,
who won back a Pentagon
position after years of legal
wrangling, now looks into
such things as food service
costs for mess halls and the
construction of bowling alleys
in Thailand. *‘I'm kept busy,"’
he says, “‘but I know my ca-
reer has reached dead end.™
President Carter apparently
sees things differently now
that he’s on the inside. When
his Civil Service Reform
package arrived in Congress,
noticeably missing was any
provision to protect those
who reveal federal waste and
mismanagement. It condoned
disclosure only of violations
of laws, rules and regulations.
Carter’s retreat _on_whistle-
blowing came as no surprise
to those following the Justice
Department’s feverish prose-
cution of Frank Snepp, the
formzr CIA agent whose
book. Decent Interval, dis-

Sy ‘egﬁ\’?.}:_.i‘
Abourezk blows the whistle

closed the CIA’s disgracefyl

role in the events surrounding
the evacuation of Vietnam,

but revealed no classified in-
formation.

Taking note of the Presi-
dent’s oversight in the Civil
Service Reform Act were Se-
pators James  Abourezk
(D.-N.D.) and Abraham
Ribicoff (D.-Conn.) who in-
sisted on amendments to pro-
tect those who expose govern-
ment waste and mismanag-
ment. The President, realizing
his vulnerability as a candi-
date for re-election, decided
not to oppose the changes.
Carter’s flip-flopping on the is-
sue of whistleblowing seems
to stem from the differences
between Carter-the-candidate
and Carter-in-the-White House.

... =—Dorothy J. Samuels
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" AUSTIN AMERICAN-STATESMAN (TEXAS)

1 August 1978

CIA books pose |

‘no security threat:

Government prosecution of former CIA agents
Frank Snepp and John Stockwell over their
books exposing CIA incompetence, duplicity, de-.
ceit, treachery and other violations of its charter
is an unconscionable attack on First Amendment
freedom of the press.

The First Amendment was not enshrined in
our Constitution merely to permit dnsgruntled ci-
tizens to complain about potholes in the streets;
rather it was forged to provide a sword and
shield for those who would criticize, attack and
expose governmental wrongdoing — especially
the kind that Stockwell and Snepp have revealed.

Having read both books, it is abundantly clear_
that no danger to our national security existsas a,
result of publication of those volumes. In fact, it -
is clear that the only threat involving security, is
the security of those bureaucrats and policy-
level personnel in the CIA and other government
agencies whose willful wrongheadedness has -
continually mid-wifed disastrous American-’
policy in all parts of the world.

Both Snepp’s and Stockwell’s books should be ;
required reading for all Americans.

THOMAS A. PRENTICE
2203 Dove Springs Drive- .
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URTICEEAPPEARED WASHINGTON STAR
oN PAGE_L -/ 19 AUGUST 1978

_™Ear

MAYBE THEY ALREADY KNOW . .:. Publisher -
Lyle Stuart; Ear hears, is braced-for shocks all 'round. . _.
His book “Dirty Work,”” written by Philip Agee and
Lewis Wolfe, hits the market in about a month. It’s about
the CIA, natch. It names:750 CIA' station chiefs around
the world, pinpoints where they are, tattles. on what -~
they're up to. Oh, dear. Ear hatesafuss. .

) T Fa e PRRr Y ; e
PSR 228 :&«,‘gka{‘%. A R U A A S )
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. Nat Hentgff

Nxt to being afflicted with a terminal dis-

' ease, as Learned Hand once said, the worst

d'nnt,thatmnhappentoyou is to be sued by
the United States gov-
ermnment. But only
once, in all of Amerni-
#1 can history, has such a
4 suit deprived a defend-
ant of his very right to
#9 speak freely. That in-
q deed is “unusual” pun-

| ishment. The first—

««-{.
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Nat Henwff American citizen to
have had a lifetime gag order placed on him is,
of course, Victor Marchet.

Marcherti, the once and former CIA agent,
was sued in 1972 by the United States govern-
ment for having breached his secrecy agree-
ment with the CIA—an agreement in which he

e 3 L] . L] - . . . L] . . - . e

Nat Hentoff, 2 Jongtime media cbserver, is 2 staff writer for T2e
Newo Yorker and the Village Vace. He is at work currently on a
book about the First Amendment for high school and college
students. Mr. Hemoff is a member of the board of the New
York Givil Liberties Union, and contributes this column regu-
harly to CLR.

CLLAVLIL LADLOLILILD nLV.inw

JULY/AUGUST 1978

[ 4 . . . . L] L] [ . [ 2 ® - . > o

had pledged to submit to the CIA for prior ap-
proval anything he might write or say about
what he had leamed while he was with the
agency. In 1975, the United States Court of
Appeals for the Fourth Circuit ruled that,
while Marchetti had not lost @/ of his First
Amendment rights by signing that :
agreement, he had forfeited some of them for
the rest of his lifs: “He may not disclose classi-
fied information obtained by him during the
course of his employment which is not already
in the public domain.” )
As for the First Amendment in particular,
said the Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals,
Marchetti, “by his exeaution of the secrecy
agreement and his entry into the confidential
employment refationship . . . effectively relin~
quished his First Amendment rights.”
‘Therefore, insofar as classified information

is concerned, Marchetti is under a permanent

injunction by which the CIA is his lifetime cen-
sor of anything he wants to publish concerning
his time at the agency. The Supreme Court
twice refused to review the case with only Jus-
tice Douglas dissenting on both occasions.
What is it like to be the only American who
has to function as if he were under the licens-

CONTIRUED
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ing system of fifteenth- and sixteenth-century
England? “If | write an article,” Marchetti has
told Anthony Lewis of the New York Timss,
‘T always have to worry about proving that it
is not based on something I heard in the agen-
cy. It makes editors leery of having you write
for them—they don’t want to get involved in
lidgation. I'm even writing two novels now,
and it’s on my mind.”

Marchem may soon be joined by an-

other licensed citizen. In November, 1977,
Frank Snepp, another former C1A agent, pub-
lished 2 book about grievous CIA malfeasance
during the evacuation of Saigon, Decent Interval
(Random House), without CIA clearance.
Three months later, he too was brought to
court by the Justice Department for having vi-
olated his secrecy agreement with the ClA.
This time, however, the government not only
wants Snepp permanently dependent on the
CIA for approval of whatever he writes based
on his years with the agency. The government
also intends to deter any future whistle blow-
ers by insisting on taking all Snepp’s profits
from his book, all tie-in profits, and an unspe-
cified amount of money damages for the harm
he has done the CIA. And Snepp is to pay all
court costs.

The American Civil Liberties Union is de-
fending Snepp because, as Norrman Dorsen
and Aryeh Neier have pointed out, this suit
by the Carter administradon “is the most
sweeping attempt to date by the Executive
Branch to interfere with the right of former
government officials to publish accounts of
their government service. . . . If the govern-
ment is successful in this case, the threat of
financial ruin and injunction against speaking

-

and writing would chill the participation of -

former officials in debate on publicissues. This

Approved For Release 2009/04/28 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501310001-1

case makes a mockery of the administration's
claim to be interested in protecting whistle
blowers.”

What makes the Snepp case far more dan-
gerous than even Marcherd’s is the govern-
ment’s claim that Snepp not only broke a con-
tract—the secrecy agreement—but also
violated 2 “fduciary” obligation to the C1A by
publishing a book that was not authorized by
the agency. That is, the contractaside,
inheres in the very nature of the relationship
berween any government employec who has
access to classified information and the agency
where that information is to be found.

Accordingly, this “fiduciary” duty requires
that the employee must obtain prepublication
approval from the government. The employee
cannot unilaterally decide that he has not dis-
closed any classified information. Saysthe Jus- -
tice Department in the Snepp case: “Only the
employer—in this case, the Central In-
telligence Agency— . . . may determine what
is classified and thus not disclosable. . . . On-
ly those at the top of the intelligence commu-
nity pyramid have the total view of the many
pieces of the puzzle to know the implication of
the release of any one item.” '

So too mighr it be said of any bureaueratic
pyramid in any agency involved in classified
material. Therefore, says Mark Lynch, -
Snepp’s attorey, if the government wins, this
“fiduciary” doctrine of prior restraint can be -
stretched to include those who have worked or
still work for the Defense Department, the
National Security council, the White House,
and all other agencies that amass dlassified ma-
terial and are the sole judges of “the implication
of the release of any one item.” The resulc
would be not so much a chilling effect as a
permanent freeze because “no-publication”

- agreements could then be extended through-

out government on “fidudary” grounds.

CONTINUED
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Lg:\cpp’s defense begins by citing the gov-
emment's admission that his book did noz re-
. veal “classified information or any information
‘| concerning intelligence or the C1A that has not

been made public by the C1A.” Therefore,
Snepp did not violate the second of the two
secrecy agreements he signed with the agency.
The first, in 1968, when he joined, covered
“any information or material relating to the
Agency.” The second—and therefore the cur-
rent, superceding—agreement, signed in 1976
when Snepp left, covers only “classified infor-
mation” and material “that has not been made
public by the CIA.

. With regard to Snepp’s having stomped on ;
his “fiduciary” duty to the CIA, the govern- |
ment is basing its argument, by analogy, on

the already court-tested obligations of employ-
ees to protect their employers’ trade secrets.
But in Snepp's case, the government has al-
ready conceded that he has revealed nosecrets.
So the “fiduciary” argument does not apply in
this suit.

Furthermore, even in the Marchetti case,
the Court of Appeals held that “the First
Amendment limits the extent to which the
| ’ "United States, contractually or otherwise, may
" impose secrecy agreements upon its employees
and enforce them with a system of prior cen-
sorship, 1z precludes such restraints with regect to
information which is unclasified or oficially dss-
closed.”

Snepp and the ACLU also claim, it should
be emphasized, that in addition, “the First
Amendment prohibits 2 governmental system
of prior restraint of classified information, except
where the government can meet the very
heavy burden of justification articulated in
New York Times v. United States, 1971. (That is,

for example, when the nation is at war and the
government, as stated in Nezr v. Minnsuta,
moves to “prevent actual obstruction to its re-
Cruiting service or the publication of the sailing
dates of transports or the number and location
of troops.”)

This part of Snepp's argument, however,
has to be held in abeyance because the Court

" of Appeals in the Marcheri case disagreed
with this claim, and Snepp's lower court bat-
tles are being fought in that same Fourth Cir-
cuit. But Snepp has placed the full First

. Amendment argument in the record in the
event his case is reviewed by the Supreme
Court.
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Among the other arguments Snepp and the
ACLU are advancing is the contention that
there is no evidence that Deeent Interval has
damaged national security—despite the gov-
ernment’s claim that the book has undermined
“confidence and trust in the agency, thereby
hampering the ability of the agency and the
Director of Central Intelligence to perform
their statutory duties.”

D uring discovery procedures, Snepp's
lawyers emphasize, the government was un-
able “to identify any concrete or particular in-

jury resulting from defendant’s failure to sub-
mit his manuscript for pre-publication
review.” ‘

But what if the CIA conld produce a clear,
specific example of Decent Interval having dam-
aged “confidence and wust” in that agency
which so far, of course, has been beyond re-
proach? Even if there were such an example,
say Snepp’s lawyers, “In this country, there
are no limits to the peaceful criticism which
citizens can level at their government.”

On the basis of these and other arguments,
Snepp moved for summary judgment. An
earlier motion to that end by the government
had been denied. On May 12, Snepp too
failed to avoid trial. And so, a freespeechand -
free-press batde of great and perilous con- |
sequence has moved from the planning papers .

into the arena. And this tme, those who
would do fierce injury to what James Madison
and his colleagues constructed are not Nixon -
and Mitchell but Carter and Griffin Beli.

As Frank Snepp puts it, s White House
and #his Justice Department “are going way
beyond the Pentagon Papers precedent and
the Marchetti precedent and are seeking to
punish me for having published unclassified
material, ani incredible extension of the govern~
ment’s assault on the First Amendment.”

Coming from a president whose attomey
general has proclaimed the 1978 Federal Crim-
inal Code Reform Act (which contains much
more massive assaults on the First Amend- |
ment) his top legislative priority, the Carterad- .
ministration’s pursuit of Snepp’s free speech |
rights is not so incredible afrerall. o

- o 1
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that effort over the way it was con-"
T e O N AR . 15 I

. and my testimony about CIA durmg
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Letters to the editor

WASHINGTON STAR
20 AUGUST 1978

‘T did not leak the famlly Jewels

While Edward Jay Epstein seems
to have abandoned his earlier hy-

pothesis that.l might have been a. . 4

Soviet ‘‘mole’’ within CIA [a ‘“‘mole”
is the word for an agent whose job
is to burrow into and eventually
undermine the other side’s intelli-
gence system-—-Ed.] in-his Com--
mentary article which The Star re-
printed -on Aug. 6, he makes other
equally- far-fetched -assertions;
which call for clear rebuttal.

1 did -not leak the so-called <
“family jewels’ to Seymour Hersh ...
of The New York Times. Mr. Hersh ..
came to me before his Dec. 22, 1974, - -
Times article with a much exagger- -, -
ated account of those past events. It " ..
was clear to me that he was goingto .~ .
publish that story, so I tried to bring :
him down to a more accurate-per--~ -

spective, and I gave him no ma-:
terial he dxd not'already have o

Second my comments’ to Hersh

1975 had absolutely no connection .
with my professional differences of -

opinion with James Angleton over .
how counterintelligence should be -
conducted in CIA. Mr. Epstein .
seems to have missed the accountof -~

my conversation with Mr. Angleton
on Dec. 20, 1974, which appears on
page 396 of my book, ‘‘Honorable
Men,” where I clearly said that

both he and I knew that his move- :
ment from the post as CIA's chief.of -

counterintelligence was not con-
nected with Mr: Hersh's article, .- e~
Third, my ‘change in the CIA

.counterintelligence . , structure :

strengthened rather than’ weakened

' WILLIAME. cou;v

ducted . prevnously, from wluch I
could find no tangible results. ..
Fourth, I certainly did favor the
.. recruitment of additional agents in
.1 so-called “hard-target” areas, in-
, cludmg the Soviet-Union," following

- aprogram initiated in the mid 1960s
“.in CIA. T do'not have access to the
. detalls of the Llpavsky ase at d'ns

AT NN et N

time, but I note from the bubhc ac-
_ counts of it that CIA apparently
" tried him out and abandoned him
after a few weeks of its usual cau-
tious testing.  The Soviets appar-

. "ently utilized these tentative con-

tacts as the basis for a concocted
attempt to smear the Jewnsh acmv-
1st movement. o

_
‘ l...

P Perhaps "Mr.  -Epstein's” next

(hfth) theory to explain my change

-in CIA’s counterintelligence ma- -

“chinery and my 1975 testimony will -

- look at the straightforward ac- -
“counts of both contained in my

_."book. The first was to make coun- _

terinteuigenoe more efficient, help- 1

- ing and not hindering our positive

mtelhgence ‘mission. The second
“was an appreciation that a new day

~.had dawned from the old days of .

‘ total secrecy and unquestioned

" executive power over intelligence, -
- and a belief that CIA in this new era
_“must be accountable to the Cob-

gress and to the American people as

well as to the president.
I stand by both of these behefs

Wilham E Colby

-t '\b-

WashxngtonD sooes

( NO'I'E For tboue who came in -
“late, the Epstein piece alleged that

- Mr. Colby, as director of the CIA in .|

1975, came close to wreckmg the
. ‘agency by leaking to The New York
Times . reports. .of- the agency’s.

domestic. skulduggery, referud to :
as| the “tamuy jewels.”);
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THE WASHINGTON POST

21 August 1978

Colby Denies Leaking Story
On C14 Domestic Snooping

Dnited Press Inunutlml
. Former director William E. Colby
demed yesterday he leaked the explo-
sive 1974 story about the Central In-

telhgence Agency's illegal involve- -

ment in domestic surveillance.
. But Colby, who headed the CIA
from 1973 to, 1976, conceded he con-

firmed the story to New York Times

reporter Seymour Hersh before publi-
cation 3% years ago.

.. The story led to four government
mvestxgauons of the CIA, opening

‘some of the agency’s secret activities
‘to public scrutiny and leaving part of

its staff demoralized.

. ‘The ClA’s counterintelligence chief, '
James Angleton, retired within 48

hours after The Times story was pub-

lished. Colby and Angleton were old-

bureaucratic enemies, and’ the feud
has continued, with Angleton’s ex-
treme partisans trying to leave the
impression Colby acted contrary to
U.S. interests and might even be a

Russian spy.
--In a letter to the editor in Sunday’s

edition of The Washington Star, Colby -

responded to an article in Commen-
{ary magazine by writer—ritic Edward
‘Jay Epstein that was reprinted in The
Star three weeks ago.

>'“While [EpStein] seems .to have
abandoned his earlier hypothesis that

I might have been a Soviet ‘molef .
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[agent] within CIA ... he makes other .
equally farfetched assertlons which |

call for clear rebuttal,” ‘Colby said.

He said his comments to Hersh
“had absolutely no connection with
my professional differences of opinion

with James Angleton over how coun-’

terintelligence should be conducted in
CIA” and denied assertions he used
the disclosure of the information to
oust the counterintelligence clnef and

. three top deputies.

Colby insisted his overhlnl of the
CIA’s counterintelligence operation
“strengthened rather than weakened
that effort over the way lt. was con-
ducted previously.”

. Epstein said “it was Colby himself

.who had engineered the leak” of the
“family jewels"—the details of two
decades of questionable CIA “activi-

ties. -

“I did not leak ‘the so-called ‘family
jewels’ to Seymour Hersh of The New
York Times,” Colby said in his letter.

He said Hersh came to him before ;
publication of the story “with a much
exaggerated account .of those' past-

events.”
“It was clear to me that he was go-
ing to publish that story, so I tried to

" bring him down to a more accurate

perspective, and I gave him no mate-

said.

'
'

rial he did not already have," Colby .



